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Re: MUR 6869, In the Matter of the Commission on Presidential Debates et al 

Dear Ms. Collins: 

We represent Level the Playing Field and Dr. Peter Ackerman, the complainants in the 
above-referenced matter. We write to provide the Federal Election Commission with additional 
evidence based on events occurring after the Complaint was filed, which supports the Complaint. 

The Complaint alleges that the Commission on Presidential Debates ("CPD") and its 
leadership, who are responsible for hosting the general election presidential debates, have 
violated ̂ e FEC's regulations governing debate sponsorship. The CPD bars candidates from 
participating in the debates if they do not poll at 15% in an average of five national polls taken 
approximately two months before the election. As detailed in the Complaint, this 15% rule 
systematically discriminates against third-party and independent candidates, see Complaint at 
33-47, and therefore violates the requirement ±at debate selection criteria "must be free of 
'content bias,' and not geared to the selection of certain pre-chosen participants." First General 
Counsel's Report at 7, MUR 5395 (Dow Jones) (Jan. 13,2005) (quotation marks omitted). 

One of the reasons that the CPD's 15% rule discriminates against independent and third-
party candidates in violation of the FEC's regulation is that although major party candidates will 
always poll above 15%, pre-election polling is extremely inaccurate. Moreover, the CPD relies 
on polls taken approximately two months prior to Election Day - polls that are necessarily less 
reliable because polls further from the election are more prone to error. In addition, as the 
Complaint demonstrates, races with a serious third-party or independent contender are even more 
inaccurate than traditional races involving only major party candidates. On average, polling in 
three-way races is 8% off two months before Ae election. At that level of inaccuracy, polls can 
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falsely exclude a candidate just above the 15% threshold more than one third of the time. See 
Complaint at 40-44. 

As demonstrated below, the most recent election results highlight the inaccuracy of pre
election polls, thereby underscoring the bias of the CPD's 15% rule. 

I. Pre-election Polls Were Grossly Inaccurate Because Polling Firms Failed To 
Accurately Predict Which Voters Would Turn Out 

The CPD believes that a candidate should not appear in the debates unless he or she can 
demonstrate 15% public support. It measures this support based on pre-election polling. But 
polls are only accurate if those conducting the poll select the right sample, i.e. correctly 
anticipate who will turn out to vote. See Complaint at 42. Polls are frequently very inaccurate 
because they are conducted using unreliable samples, and this most recent election demonstrates 
the point. 

Polling firms failed to predict low Election Day turnout by typical Democratic voters. 
See Sam Wang, The Polls Failed To Predict A Republican Landslide. Here's Why., The New 
Republic (Nov. 5,2014), http://www.newrepublic.eom/article/120147/2014-midterm-
predictions-poll-aggregators-hit-midterm-curse, submitted herewith as Exhibit A; Bamini 
Chakraborty, Election results looked nothing like the polls ~ what gives?, FoxNews.com (Nov. 
7,2014), http://www.foxnews.eom/politics/2014/l 1/07/pollsters-miss-predictions-in-key-races/, 
submitted herewith as Exhibit B. As a result, in state after state, polls were abysmal predictors of 
the final results. In Kansas, for instance, pre-election polls on average showed Greg Orman with 
a 7.2% lead two months before the election, and a 0.8% lead going into Election Day; he lost by 
10.8%. In Virginia, pre-election polls showed Mark Warner with a lead of 15% two months out, 
and a lead of 10.2% in the final polls. Yet Warner won by a mere 0.8% margin. The following 
table summarizes how many pre-election polls missed the mark. 
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Polling Errors In The 2Q14 Midterm Elections' 

4 

Winner's Margin 
of Victory 

Winner's 
Lead/Deficit, 
2 Months Out^ 

Winner's 
Lead/Deficit, 
Final Polls^ 

Polling Error, 
2 Months Out 

Polling Error, 
Final Polls . 

Kansas Senate Roberts +10.8 Roberts -7.2 Roberts -0.8 18 11.6 

Arkansas 
Senate Cotton+17.0 Cotton +2.4 Cotton +7 14.6 10 

Maryland 
Governor Hogan +4.7 No data Hogan -5.2 N/A 9.9 

Kentucky 
Senate McConnell +15.5 McConnell +5.2 McConnell 

+5.8 10.3 9.7 

Virginia Senate Warner +0.8 WarneH-15 Warner 
+10.2 14.2 9.4 

Iowa Senate Ernst +8.5 Ernst-1.2 Ernst +2.4 9.7 6.1 

Illinois 
Governor Rauner +4.8 Rauner+1.4 Rauner -0.8 3.4 5.6 

Kansas 
Governor Brownback +3.9 Brownback -4.6 Brownback -

1.2 8.5 5.1 

Georgia Senate Perdue +7.9 Perdue +2.6 Perdue +3 5.3 4.9 

North Carolina 
Senate Tillis+1.7 Tillis -3.6 Tillis -0.6 5.3 2.3 

This kind of inaccuracy is a recurring problem. Polls have been similarly flawed in one 
direction or the other in 1994, 1998,2002,2006, and 2012 elections. See Nate Silver, The Polls 
Were Skewed Toward Democrats, FiveThirtyEight.com (Nov. 5, 2014, 9:08 a.m.), http:// 
fivethirtyeight.com/features/the-polls-were-skewed-toward-democrats/, submitted herewith as 
Exhibit D. 

' The final election results and polling data used to create this table came from RealClearPolitics.com. 
Copies of that data are submitted herewith as Exhibit C. 
' The Winner's Lead/Deficit, 2 Months Out is, in most cases, the average of the eventual winner's lead or 
deficit in the five latest polls from the period August 1, 2014 to September 4, 2014. Some races, however, did not 
have five polls taken in that period. For those races, the Winner's Lead/Deficit, 2 Months Out is the average of the 
eventual winner's lead or deficit in the five latest polls taken from the period August 1, 2014 to September 30,2014. 
' The Winner's Lead/Deficit, Final Polls is the average of the eventual winner's lead or deficit in the last five 
polls taken before the election. 
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Moreover, this widespread inaccuracy occurred without the complicating factor of a 
viable third-party or independent candidate. The 2014 Senate and gubernatorial races cited 
above were typical two-person, head-to-head contests,^ and thus were not subject to the 
increased volatility of races with three viable candidates. See Complaint at 42-43. The fact that 
this serious inaccuracy occurred in conditions that are easier to poll underscores the problems in 
the CPD's reliance on polling to determine debate access. 

II. Averaging Did Not Reduce The Inaccuracy Of The Polls 

The CPD purports to make its debate access determination on an average of multiple 
polls, and may argue that this averaging reduces the risk of polling inaccuracy. Yet averaging 
multiple polls did not prevent severe inaccuracy in this most recent election. The errors reflected 
in the table above compare the flnal results not to one poll, but to an average of five polls, i.e. an 
average comparable to the CPD's average. Those averages were still way off; there were errors 
in polls taken two months before Election Day of between 8% and 18% in six races. 

Commentators who have aggregated polling data have found similar results. One report 
found that pre-election polling underestimate the Republican share of the vote in Senate races 
by an average of 5.3%. Exhibit A. Another found that, on average, pollsters overestimated 
Democratic vote share by 4% in Senate races and 3.4% in gubernatorial races. See Exhibit D. 

The proliferation of web sites that average poll results may in fact be contributing to 
polling inaccuracy and reducing any potential benefits of poll averaging. As Nate Silver 
explains, there is evidence that "pollster 'herding' — the tendency of polls to mirror one 
another's results rather than being independent — has become a more pronounced problem." Id. 
Thus, averaging polls does not necessarily reduce inaccuracy. It may cause inaccuracy to 
proliferate, as pollsters copy inaccurate results in order to find comfort in the "herd." 

* * * 

The CPD may argue that these polling errors affect the poll numbers of all candidates, not 
just third-party and independent candidates. That is no answer to the charge of bias against 
third-party and independent candidates inherent in the CPD's 15% rule. When it comes to 
meeting the CPD's 15% threshold, polling inaccuracy systematically disfavors third-party and 
independent candidates. As explained in the Complaint, a candidate with support at or just 
above the 15% threshold can be up to 1000 times more likely to face exclusion from the debates 
as a result of polling inaccuracy than a candidate polling at or above 40%. See Complaint at 43-

^ In none of the races cited above did a third candidate receive more than five percent of the vote. See 2014 
Senate Election Results, Poiitico.com, http;//www.poiitico.com/2014-election/results/map/senate///.VGTta_nF_kV, 
last visited Nov. 13,2014, submitted herewith as Exhibit E; 2014 Governor Election Results, Politico.com, 
http.7/www.politico.com/2014-election/results/map/govemor/#.VGTtAPnF_kU, last visited Nov. 13, 2014, 
submitted herewith as Exhibit F. 

http://www.poiitico.com/2014-election/results/map/senate///.VGTta_nF_kV
http://www.politico.com/2014-election/results/map/govemor/%23.VGTtAPnF_kU
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44. Because a third-party or independent candidate is much more likely to be near the 15% 
threshold, the risks of polling inaccuracy fall overwhelmingly on them, and not on major party 
candidates. 

For these reasons and those set forth in the Complaint, Level the Flaying Field and Dr. 
Ackerman respectfully request that the FEC find the CPD and its leaders have violated the 
regulations governmg debate sponsorship and grant the relief sought in the Complaint. 

Sincerely, 

O ^ 
Alexandra A.E. Shapiro 

Ends. 
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/jjiLV WO YEARS 

WNEW REPUBLIC 

2014 MIDTERMS NOVEMBER 5,2014 

The Polls Failed to Predict a Republican 
Landslide. Here's Why. 

By Sam Wang Photo: AP/Nam Y. Huh 

As I noted - http://www.newrepublic.com/article/119844/2014-midterm-predictions-rep 
ublicans-not-guaranteed-win-senate - last month, we election forecasters depend on 
polls more than anything else. If the polls are wrong, then we're wrong. On Tuesday, 
the Midterm Polling Curse struck us all - http://www.nytimes.eom/newsgraphics/2014/s 
enate-model/#comparisons -. 

htlp:/Awww.n8wrepuUic.com/article/120147/2014-midterm-predictions-poll-aggregators-hit-midterm-cu'se 1/4 
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The New York Times 

Every one of the analysts listed above was on the losing side of 50 percent probability 
in the North Carolina Senate race. Kansas was more of a mixed bag, with some analysts 
slighdy favoring each candidate. As it turns out, such errors are par for the course in 
midterm elections. 

In pre-election polling, six Senate races came into the home stretch with margins of less 
than three percentage points. On Tuesday, I pointed out - http://www.newyorker.eom/n 
ews/news-desk/2014-midterm-elections-who-will-win-senate?int-cid=mod-Iatest - that 
given the track record of polling, it would be typical for at least two of these six races to 
be won by the lagging candidate. In 2010, the underdogs were two Democrats, Harry 
Reid in Nevada and Michael Bennet in Colorado. This year it was two Republicans, Pat 
Roberts in Kansas and Thom Tillis in North Carolina. 

Roberts and Tillis are part of a broader pattern in which Republicans outperformed 
polls across the board. Such a phenomenon is not at all unheard of. I wrote last week -
http://election.princeton.edu/2014/10/17/is-ebola-diverting-voter-attention/ - that 
midterm polling biases in Senate elections are far worse than in presidential elections. 
One party or the other outperforms polls by 3 percentage points on average. This bias 
can go in either direction: in the banner Republican year of 2010, it was Democrats 
who, somewhat counterintuitively, outperformed polls. Overall, Senate midterm 

hHp'7ANWw.newrepUblic.com/article/120147/2014-midlerm-predictions-poll-3ggregators-hit-mi(Jterm-curse 2/4 
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polling errors are five times larger than in presidential years. For this reason, both 
narrow Democratic retention and a GOP blowout appeared to be in the range of 
possibilities last night. We got the blowout. 

Here, based on provisional race results from Reuters and the Princeton Election 
Consortium - http://election.princeton.edu -'s polling medians, is how candidates 
outperformed the polls: 

Senate races, 2014 

State Leacler Actual margin Bonus 

West..\drginia ;C^pitp;.4-22.Q% R+27.5% R +5.5%: 

.South Dakota Rounds,+13:5% R+23.3% R +9,8% 

Mi^issippi Cochran;+15:0% R+21.3% R +6.3% 

Arkansas .Gbttpn +7.0% R+19.0% R +12.0% 

Montana Daines +17.0% R+15.3% D +1,0% 

KehtuGky McConriell +7.5% R+15.5% R+8.0% 

Kansas •Orman +1,0% R,+11.2% R +12.2% 

Geprgiia Pbrdue +3l0% R;+7,8% R +4.8% 

iovya Enfist+1.0% R+7.5% R+6.5%' 

Gblorado Gardner+2.0% R+4.2%. R+2.2%: 

Alaska Sullivan +1.0% R+2.6% R +1:6% 

North Carolina Hagan +L0% R +1.3% R +2.3% 

Virginia Warner +11.0% D.+0.6% R +10.4% 

New Hampshire Shaheen •^2.0% D+2.3% D +0.3% 

Minnesota Franken +10.0% D.+11.09-O D +1.0% 

Average R +5.3% 

Sources; Princeton Election Consortium polling medians, Reuters race results 

On average, this outperformance bonus of 5.3 percentage points for Republicans is 
larger than in any midterm election since 1990. 

It was the same story in gubernatorial races: Republican candidates outperformed 
polls, but by a smaller amount, an average of 2 percentage points. This was enough to 
carry the day for two incumbent Republican governors, Paul LePage in Maine and Rick 
Scott in Florida, who looked tied with their Democratic challengers; and for Illinois' 

http-7AMww.newrepubllc.cam/artlde/120147/2014-midterm-prediclion5-poll-aggregators-hit-midterm-curse 3/4 
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Republican gubernatorial candidate, Bruce Rauner, who lagged slightly in polls but 
ended up with a convincing five-point victory over Governor Pat Quinn. 

Recently it's been suggested that the polling industry has struggled lately to reach a 
representa:tive swath Of voters. Low response rate, increasing use of mobile phones, 
and hard-to-reach demographics have all been cited as possible biases. However, those 
difficulties would tend to undersample Democratic voters, which was not the problem 
this year. Instead, inaccuracy may have come from what David Wasserman at The Cook 
Political Report called "epic turnout collapse - http://co6kpolitical.com/story/8067 - " in 
2014. And estimating the precise effects of turnout is an older, unsolved problem that 
looms large for pollsters in every midterm election. 

htlp://iwww.newrepubiic.com/arlicleM20147/2014-midterm-predictians-poil-aggregators-hit-midterm-curse 4/4 
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Election results looked nothing like the polls - what gives? 
ByBamlniChakfaboity 

Published NovemboiO?, 20141 FoxNews.com 

WASHINGTON - Tuesday's midterm elections were supposed to be a night of nail-biters, from Sen. Mitch McConneirs re-election 

race in Kentucky to veteran Sen. Pat Roberts' battle in Kansas. The too-ctose-to-call refrain was expected to be heard 

throughout the nighL 

Instead, when the dust settled. Republicans rumbled to one of their biggest victories in decades. 

How could so many polls get so many races so wrong? ^ 

"I want an investigation of the polls In Virginia," University of Virginia pollticai scientist Larry Sabato toid Fox News. They were 

compietely wrong, just as they were in Georgia. They were also way off in lliinois. And I could go on and on." 

Virginia played host to one of the biggest surprises of the night, for anyone who had been basing their election predictions on the 

polls. In the same state where poDsters failed to predict then-House Majority Leader Eric Cantor's ioss to economics professor 

Dave Brat in the primaries, they also misjudged the race between incumbent Democratic Sen. Mark Wbmer and Republican Ed 

Gillespie. 

Many polls had Warner with a double-digit lead over Gillespie. Warner is currently clinging to a 1-point lead, with the ballot count 

ongoing. 

it's not just that candidates thought to be dark horses ended up winning, or coming close. A flood of polls also showed several 

races to be tight in the closing weeks - but on election night. Republicans soundly defeated Democrats in those contests. Exhibit 

A Is the race between Senate GOP Leader Mitcfli McConneD and Ilemocrat ATison Lundergan Grimes in Kentucky. Polls showed 

Grimes within single digits - one even showed her within a point - of McConneil. The powerful senator ended up winning by 15 

points. 

The results have led to some self-reflection, as well as recriminations, over the state and accuracy of political polling.. 

Sabato, who said the polling industry "needs some housecleaning," clarified to FoxNews.com on Thursday that he wants the 

polling business - not the government - to conduct an intemai review of its practices and procedures. 

The government is the last group you'd want conducting any inquiry. Not only would it become partisan, inevitably, but the best 

polling professionals are well capable cf organizing this themselves," he told FoxNews.com in an email. 

In Kansas, number-crunchers, at FiveThirtyEght had forecast a big loss for Gov. Sam Brownback, but he won by a 4-point 

margin. Data from FiveThirtyEight also predicted Roberts would be defeated in Kansas - and many polls showed him virtually 

tied - but he won by more than 10 percentage points against independent candidate Greg Orman. Likewise, in Georgia, 

Republican David Perdue beat Michelle Nunn for an open Senate seat by 8 points, despite polls showing a much closer race. 

Sabato, who heads up the Center for Politics' Crystal Ball website, had his own share of misses Tuesday night. Sabato had nine 

races leaning Democrat. Of those, seven were won by Republicans including the gubernatorial races in Maryland, Maine and 

Illinois. Maryland was a huge upset, as most polls showed Democrat /Uithony Brown well ahead, yet Republican Larry Hogan 

wen comfortably. 

Real Clear Politics, an online site that compiles polls from various resources, posted polling averages that largely did not square 

with the results, in almost every contested Senate race. Republican candidates beat the Real Clear Politics polling data. 

http;/AMWW.faxnews.com^itics/2014/1 l/OT/jpollsters-miss-predictions-in-key-races/prlnt 1/2 
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Sabato believes that in many cases, pollsters foiled to factor in how heavily Republican and conservative the electorate in a low-

tumout midterm was going to be. 

"After the experience of 2012, when they undercounted Hispanics and young people, they were concerned about the same 

phenomenon happening again," he said. 'Perhaps they over-compensated. I want them to tell us." 

. Rasmussen Reports defended its polling data on its website, saying in a written statement that they got jt right "most of the 

time." 

"It^s interesting to note that in the races in which the spread was really off for us (and the Real Clear Politics average of aH 

pollsters), most of the time we were spot-on for the Democratic number but wrong on the Republican number." the message 

stated. 

Rasmussen pointed to a number of unknowns. "If you add the percentage of voters 'not sure' to the GOP side, you will come 

very dose to the final Republican number," the statement said. 

Rasmussen believes that the data "suggests the last-minute swing vote went to the Republicans, and while it did not necessarily 

change the game In terms of the winner, it very much changed the spread between the candidates." 

This Is not the first time some off-base polling has prompted a review of the methods used by polling firms. After Gallup showed 

Mitt Romney ahead in the 2012 presidential race - he lost - the Gallup Poll reviewed its own methodology of seleding voters. 

"It's becoming a much more difficult, nerve'wracking business," Geoff Garin, the president of Hart Research Assodates and a 

leading Democratic pollster, told Bloomberg News at the time. 

^Wnt 0 Close 

URL 

htlp:0www.foxnewe.coin/|iolilics/2O14/11/O7/poDsters-mi8S-preillctions-in-key-races/ 

Home I VWeo | Polllca | U.S. | Opinion | Enleitabvnenl | Tech j Science | Health | Travel | Lilestyla | VWrU I Sports | Weather 

mvacy I Terms 

Thb maleiisl may nol be publshsd, braadcaal, rewiUan, or redisMbalad. 62014 FOX News Nataotk, I.L& AD ilghli reiaived. All market data dalayad 20 ntinulea.; 

htlp;/AMWw.foxnews.com/pditlcs/2014/11/07/pdlsters-miss-predictions-in-key-race5/print 2/2 
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Search by Race: I Choose A Race r \ 

Kansas Senate - Roberts vs. Orman 
Roberts vs. Taylor | Roberts vs. Taylor v:s. Oiman 

5 
7 

Greg Orman 0) 
Bio I Campaign Sle 

Pat Roberta 00* 
irio I CjiiipjigiiSile 

iCeitLsa.s Snap.Hhoi 

RCP Average: Orman +0.8 
RCP Ranking: 1*OKS 
2UI4 Key Races; Gm-emor | K.S-:f 1 KS-;{ 

PAST KEY RACES 
aoia: Prrsidriit 
2010: GuiTntor | Senate | KS-3 
2008: l^rcsidait | KS-2 
2006: (jrcivemnr 
2004: Frtsideni | Senate | KS-31 KS-4 

Pdl Date Sample MoE Onnan (J) Rubclis (R) Spread 

Fhml Results - - - 4Z.S 53J Kuberis+IQ.8 

RCP Avenge 10/18- ilO - - 43.4 42.6 Orman +0.8 

PPP(D)* 11/1-11/3 963 LV 3.2 47 46 Orman+1 

FOX News* 10/28-10/30 907 LV 3.0 44 43 Orman +1 

YouGov* 1005-IQGI 1137 LV 4.8 37 38 Rohens +1 

Sun-cylieSA* 1002-1006 623 LV 4.0 44 42 Onnan +2 

NBCNews/Marisf 10/18-1Q02 757 LV 3.6 45 44 Onnan+1-

i\|] Kansas Senate - Roberts vs. Oriaaii Polling Data 

BATTLE FOR THE SENATE 
RCP AVERAGES: GOP +7 PICK-UPS 

47 Dem GOP 52 

Rarx* AiialysLv 

"/3/14 - Have you ever seen trendlincs like this el Ihe end of a race? Orman has a lead, but with a huge number of 
undccidcds, it is anyonek haligame 

10/28/14 - Roberts' momentum seems to have stalled out. and we seem to be headed for a genuine photo finish here; 

10/17/14 — Orman is something of a skier trying to outrun an avalanche. It is nipping at his heeis, but the turnoff is 
just in sight. For now, this appears to be going down to' the wire; 

10/7/14 -The Marist poll was a jarring departure from a steady tightening of this race. One possible explanation? 
The poUk sarajile is 82 percent whiti^ while the aoio and aoia electorates were around 90 percent white. 

9/29/14 - Ormank lead seems to have narrowed a touch, and one suspects that the midccided voters arc probably 
primed to vate Republican. So the question becomes: Will voters decide that Orman is close enough to a Republican to 
pull the lever for him? At the beginning of this cycle, virtually no one would have predicted that control of the Senate 
might turn on the outcome of a race in Kansas. Bui it increasingly looks like Harry Rcidk ability to hold on to his 
position as majority leader might depend on breaking an 80-year Republican winning streak in the Sunflower State' 

9/20/14 - The Supreme Court of Kansas lias ruled that Taylor must be removed from the ballot, so this will be a fight 
between Roberts and Orman goiiig forward. While this clearly hurts Roberts in the short run. its long term effects are 
a lot more difficult to determine On the one hand, Roberls would benefit from a divided opposition, and Taylor would 
draw off some disgruntled Democratic votes from Ormaa On the other hand, if Roberts is going to win, he needs to 
define Orman as a de facto Democrat, and Taylor complicates thia message. 

-Race Preview 

In Ihe 98 years Kansans have directly elected senators, a majority or plurality of voters have pulled the lever for a 
Democra t just three times. The last time this happened was in 1932, when George McGill won a Ihrce-way race with 46 
percent of the vote. Six years bter, McGilik 44 percent was not enough to win rc-election, and the sialc has elected only 
Republicans since then. 

http-J/wviw.realclearpolilics.confl/epolls/2014/serHtB/ks/kansas_senale_roberte_vs_oriTtafi-5216.hliTil 1/2 
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This cyd^ Kansas las been lame lo an unusually topsyturvy race While it is unlikely to dect a Democrat, it may wdl 

deck a non-Rejiiiblican This all started when physidan Milton Wolf decided lo challenge incumbent Republican Pat 

Riiberts in the primary. That chaUenge ultimately nailed, but Roberts was hdd to under so percent of the vote Many 

of Wolfb supporters suggested that th^ would stay home, and polling showed an unusually tight three-way race 

between Roberts, Democrat Chad Taylor, and Independent Greg Orman. Taylor subsei)uimtly announced that he would 

drop out of the raoe, setting up an Orman-Roberts battle. Orman had actually led Roberts in head-to-head polling, 

although there was a huge number of undeddad. Compouni£ng Ihcback-ond-forth, Kansas Secrctaiy of State Kris 

Kobach announced that Tajdor would have to remain on the ballot. The race is obvaously wy much in flux right now, 

and the smart bet seems to be that Widfb supporters will coinc home fur Roberts. Bid it really is diflicidt to say in this 

environment. 

KKiUtiil Oiinnvi-.iil; 

• Can Obama Duck t,ame-Duck Syndrome? 
Steve Coll. The rtew YOrker 

- For Obama, No Midterm Lesson 
Joseph Curl, Washington Times 

• Don't Govern on Fantasies 
E.J. Dicnne, Washington Post 

• Scott walker Wins Again 
John McCoimack, Weekly Standard 

• Valerie Jarrett, Uie Obama v/hlsperer 
Noam Sdieiber, The New Republic 

(^Symantec. Small & Medium Business 

Protection 
, Small duoiness Hilftiojr 
I • : AvitivlFUS 'oriit Malviare" ̂  ^ 

So iiUon 

See All Connneiiti 

Pi'tlluijdhitu 

Poll Date Sample MoE Onnan (1) Roberts (R) Spread 

FinHl Results - - - 42.5 S3J .RuberU+IO.S 

RCP Average 1U/I8-11/I - - 43.4 42.6 Orman •I-0.8 

PPP (D)* 11/1-11/3 963 l.V 3.2 47 46 Omian+l 

FOX Ncft's* 10/28- lOQD 907 LV 3.0 44 43 Oiman + I 

YituCoV JCV25-10/31 I137LV 4.8 37 38 RnlKii5-i-l 

.Siin-ej-VSA* 10/22-10/26 623 LV 4.0 44 42 Orman +2 

NBCNvws.'MnvDr 10/18-10/22 757 LV 3.6 45 44 Onuan * 1 

CBS NcwSfNY'lVVonGoV 10/16- ions 1973 LV 4.0 38 42 Kobeits 14 

Rasnuuscii kqiDns lOnO- 10/21 960 LV 3.0 49 44 Onnan -<-5 

Rauiiigion RCSAHVII (iioiip (K/ 10/9-10/12 1091 LV 3.0 46 48 Kiibtfiu i2 

I'PP(D| 10/9-10/12 1081 LV 3.0 46 43 Oiman *3 • 
FOX News' 10/4-10/7 702 LV 3.5 39 44 Robcits +5 

CNN/Opiniun Keseiu'cli 10/2- 10/6 687 LV 3.5 48 49 Rdbcits I 1 

Siin-cyUSA' IQA-iO/S 549 LV 4.3 47 42 Orman+5 

NBC News/Mwisi* 9/27-10/1 636 LV 3.9 48 38 Omian + lO 
i 

G1S Ncws-NVOYonOov' 9/20-lO/i 2013 LV 3.0 40 40 TIC 

OSA T(.ili.y«iiiri.lk' 9/27-950 500 LV 4.4 46 41 Onnan *5 

Knsniuissni Kepuib** 9/16-9/17 750 LV 4.0 45 40 Onnan +5 

FOX NLIVS 9/14 - 9/16 604 LV 4.0 48 42 Orman +6 

I*P1> lOi 9/11 - 9/14 1328 LV 2.7 46 36 Onnan +10 

PT'P (Di 8/14-8/17 903 LV 3.3 43 33 Orman+ 10 

A&cii! Us I Contoct t ArfvcMi&tt t PnvAcy Po'lcv ^ 

(PERT SERVICE. 
MBEATABLE PRICE. 

SAVE UP TO nOOO 
ON SEI.ECT LG 4K 
ULTRA HD AND OLED TVs 
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Search by Race: I Chaoso A Rate D-

Arkansas Senate - Cotton vs. Pryor 
C:ni(lii1.'ito.s SnaiMliiil 

RCP Averaiic: Cutlon '.7.0 
KCP Ranking; la-aiM GIIP 
2014 Key Races: Gm'ernor | AR-a | AR-4 

PAST KEY RACES 

Tom Collon (R) 
Bill I Cbmpiigii Site 

Mark Pryor (D)* 

Bio I ramixiigii Site 

201a: President 
2010: Governor | Senate | AR-t | AR-a | AR-4 
200S; President 
2006: Gowriior | AR-i | AR-a | AR-3 | AK-4 
2004: President j Senate | AR-a 

PulliiiKDiita 

Foil Dale Sample MoE Colton (R) Piycr(D) Spread 

Rnai Results - - - 56.5 39.5 Caitoii-i-l7.U 

RCP Average 1006-n/i - X _ 48.2 41.2 Canon +7.0 

HPP(D|» 10/30-li/I 1092 LV 3.0 49 41 C'oiioii +8 

Rasmusseii Rcporls 10/27- loao 967 LV 3.0 51 44 C'oiloii I'l 

nicArlc^osPoll 10/21 - 10/27 S68LV 4.1 49 36 Couim +13 

NBCNews-'MarisI* 10/19-10/23 621 LV 3.9 45 43 Collon 13 

CBS News:NYT.'YouGov 10/16- 10/23 IS67LV 4.0 47 42 Collon +.V 

All Arkansas Senate - Cotton vs. Pryor Polling l>aU 

AdCholoaofik BATTLE FOR THE SENATE 
RCP AVeRAGES: GOP +7 PICK-UPS 

47 Dem COP 52 

Rare Analysis 

ti/3/14 -Tom Cotton seems to be breaking open a real lead here. He enters Election Doy 05 Ihe favorite. 

10/7/14 - Subsequent polling has not borne oul the rindings of the SuTfoIk poll. Mark Pryor enters llie home stretch 
dcorly behind Rep. Tom Colton. 

9/29/14 - The recent Suffolk poll seems like an outlier, although we cant be complcldy certain until we get more 
polling. Even that poll showed Pryor recdving only 45 percent of the vale. The incumbent is in deep trouble. 

9/7/14 - Two months before the dedion, Pryor still seems to be stuck at 43 percent. There's sltil plenty of room for 
htm to win Ih'is race, but he remains the most vulnerable incumbent. 

Race Preview 

Wiien David Pryor won his Senate seat in 197S, Arkansas was still very much a one-party slalc. Republicans won only 
sis seals that year in the entire 135-membcr state legislature, although this lied a record set in ipin. Only one 
Republican had wnn the governorship since the end of Reconstruction, end only one other Republican had even eclipsed 
the 40 percent mark. Ukevnse, cidy one Republican iiad bested 40 percent a Senate race since Ihe beginning of direct 
elKlion of senators in the 1910s. 

Pi^rk son, Mark, won his Senate seat in 2002 in a somewhat 
different reality. Republicans had won gubernatorial dections in 
19S0 ond 1998, and had narrowly won a Senate dcclion in 1996. But 
the state vias still pDruically marginal in presidential dections, and 
was slili strongly Democratic in slate eleclions. Mark Pryor defeated 
Republican Tim Hulchinson in a good Republican year, and found 
himsdf unopposed in 2008. 

REALCLE/XR'DEFr^NSE 
Defense Impacts: An incumbent defense 
appropriator faces an Iraq War veteran and 
rising star in a race Ihe GOP needs to win the 
Senate. 
More on this race at llcall'lNrDerenre 

But things have changed dramalically in Arkansas pulilics in the 
years since Ihen. Pryork eoileague, Blanche Lambert Lincoln, lost her 2010 re-declion bid by over 20 poinis, while 
Republicans captured the General Assembly Ivo years later. A body that had 97 Democrats and 30 Republicans whe 

http://Www.realclearpolilics.eom/epolls/2014/senatB/ar/arkansas_senale_cotton_vs_pryor-4049.hlinl 1/3 
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Pi>Dr was dectel now stands at 73 KspubHcans and 61 Demoerals. 

Pijnr finds tdmsdf duDenged by frestmian Rep. Tom Cotton, one of the NRSCb strongest recruits. Cotton brings a 

sterling rtsume - heb a former Army captain and Harvard Law School graduate - as wdl as thelienefit of having 

represented southern Arkansas in Congress, which is 3 swing area of the state where Democrats must over-perform in 

order to win. A recent spate of polling has shown Pryor ahead. He's stDl at only 44 percent in the RCP Average; and the 

recent PPF poll shovn the laeadeotb job approval an awful 13 percent among undedded votds, suggesting that Pryor 

win hare a toitgh time cnnrertiiig theni to his cause. SUfi, his campaign is shmring some signs of life that weren't really 

there a month ago. 

'Rercnl rumment 

Can Obama Duck Lame-Duck Syndimne? 
Steve Coll, The New voifcer 

For Obama, No Mdterm Lesson 
Joseph Curl, Washlnpmn Times 

Don't Govern en Fantasies 
EJ. Dlonne, tMashlngmn Post 

Scott Walker Wins Again 
John McCormade, Weekly Standard 

Valerie Jarrett, the Obama Whisper 
Noam Sdidber, 'Ihe New Republic 

See All Cosnmait. 

L.LBean 

SAVE 10°° 
THROUGR NOVEMBER 11 

FREE SHIPPING 
EVERYDAY 

f 
» SHOP NOW 

PttUiug Unta 

Poll Date Sample MaE Cotton (R) Pryor (D) Spread 

Final Rceulis - -• 56J 39.5 CeUon +17.0 

RCP Avenge lOfid-ii/i - - 4B.2 41.2 Cotten +7.0 

PPP(I»' lOGO-lI/l 1092 LV 3.0 49 41 Ct>tton+S 

Rasmusscn Reports 10127-11109 967 LV 3.0 51 44 Cotton+7 

The Arlunsas Poll lOQl - 1IM21 568 LV 4.1 49 36 Coiton + 13 

NDCNewsdVfatisi* 10119-10123 621 LV 3.9 45 43 Cotton *2 

CBS NeivsdfYT,<700003 10/16-1003 1567 LV 4.0 47 42 Col1oii'i5 

Talk Business Pnli* 10115-10116 2075 LV 2.2 49 41 Coltmi +8 

Rasmusscn Reports 10113-10115 940 LV 3.0 47 44 CvUon-i3 

FOX News' 1014-10/7 707 LV 3J 46 39 Cotion +7 

CBS Nenrsr-NYTfYoitOov 9120-1011 1991 LV 2.0 45 41 L'oHnii'id 

Rasnirissei Reports 904-9125 750 LV 4.0 47 40 CalUin'l7 

USATodov'iSuflblk' 900-903 500 LV 4.4 43 45 Piyor+2 

PPP(D) 91|g-90i 1453 LV 2.6 45 39 Collon + 6 

NBCNewsdVfaiisl* 90-9/4 639 LV 3.9 45 40 Colion +5 

CNN/Opinioii Research V2I-90 523 LV 4,3 49 47 Canon+2 

CBS News/NYT/YouOov S/18-90 1572 LV 3.0 43 39 Conoii 1 d 

Rasmusscn Reports 805-806 750 LV 4,0 43 44 Piym+I 

PPPfDl 8/1-80 1066 RV 3a0 43 41 Cotton !•; 

Talk Business Poll* 702-705 1780 LV 2.3 44 42 Collon 1-2. 

CBS NewsfNYT/YouGov 7/5-704 LV 2.9 SO 46 C'onmi "i-t 

609-609 1290 RV 2.7 47 43 Conoii'in 

Magellan Smtegits (R| M-ea 755 LV 3.6 49 45 Couoii +4 

507-508 750 LV 4.0 47 43 Cbllon 1-4 

PPP (D) 405-407 840 RV 3.4 42 43 Pryor M 

NBCNmvsAlaiisI 4/30-5/4 876 RV 3<3 40 51 Ptyor*ll 

Magdian Sontegies (R) 4/14-4/15 857 LV 3.4 46 43 Conon 13 

NY Times/Kaiser 4/8-4/15 857 RV 4.0 36 46 Pryor+ 10 

Talk Business Poll* 413-4M 1068 LV 3.0 43 46 Pryor 13 

Opiniwi Rcsenrdi Associnres 4/i-4ffl 400 RV 5.0 38 48 Pryoi 110 

CEA/IIickiiiair .Analylics (D) 2/17-200 400 LV 4.9 46 46 Tie 

Impact Matiagancnl Group (R) 2/10-2/10 1202 RV 2.8 46 42 Conon 14 

Rasiiiusseii Reports 2/4-2/5 500 LV 4.5 45 40 Colion'i-S 

The Arkoiisas Poll 10/10-10/17 LV - 37 36 Conon 11 

Iinpacl Managetiiciil Group IRI I0O4-IQO4 911 RV 3.2 42 41 Conon 11 

htlp7AAVwjeaIclearpolifics.eom/epolls/2014/senate/ar/arkansas_senate_coltori_vs_pryor-4049.html 2/3 
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I'alk HUSIIIMS Poll 10/8-IQAt 6U3 LV 4.0 41 42 

VVf-a^niL rulliiii; anntiiuiy IRI 8/6-8/7 600 RV 4.0 43 45 Piyoi i'2 

> IfHipcrfR) 8/4-8/5 587 LV 4.0 43 41 (;olion*h3 

A'bouT. Us i ConiacV I Advertise! i f^r'ivacy Policy v ^ 
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Search by Race: I Choose A Race n 

Maryland Governor - Hogan vs. Brown 

Anthony Brown (0) 

Bio I Cainpoisn SSU' 

Larry Hogan (R) 

Bio I CaniiKiign Site 

M;uy:»iid Siuipslurt 

RCP Ranking: Tu.Sff Up 
2014 Key Races: MD-ft 

PAST KEY RACES-

2012: President | Sniatc | MD-6 
2010: Coivnior ) Senate | MT.1-1 
2008: President 
2006: Senote j (vo\'ern<ir 
2004: President 

Poll Date Sumple MoE Brown (D) Hogan (R) Spread 

Final Results - - - 46.9 SI.6 Hogan 44.7 

WPA Rcscaicli (R)"* 10/26-1007 504 LV 4.4 39 44 IIOB.*UI*I5 

aoHTales ResAudi**' 10/20-10/24 822 I.V 3.5 46 44 Brtnvii -I-2 

CRS News/NY'l'A'ouGuv 10/16-1003 1086 LV 5.0 51 38 Drown ' 13 

Balltniarc Siin 10/4 - 10/8 800 LV 3.5 49 42 Brown +7 j 

WashincUin Posi* 10/2-lOff 549 LV 5.0 47 38 Brown <19 i 

CRS NewsMYTrYoiiGov W20-I0/1 1096 LV 4.0 55 38 Brown 117 i 
CDS News/NYT/YouGov 8/18-9/2 1082 LV 4.0 51 37 Diowii 'i-U 1 
CDS News/NYT/YuiiGov 7/5 - 704 14U9 RV - 52 39 Uiwvii t-l.l i 

Rasnius-scn Rcpoils 7/9-7/10 750 LV 4.0 48 35 BiTrwn+13 

Wsshinjiiun I'usl 6/5-6/8 962 RV 3.5 51 33 Diuwii i 18 

•'•nieWI'AR fsaarrh pollwiucondi iidedAirihplii 
^>itllvniscAnAucled for the Maryland Republican P;ii\y. 

2014 SENATE RESULTS 
Ner CHANGE: GOP +S 

46 Dem GOP 53 

u/3/14 ~ This race stems lo haw dosed late: with both parlies funnding in money al the last minule..One suspects 

the undecided voters here should go Democrat, and tiic GOP was disappointed here in i994...but not in zou2. 

—Race Prcvie 

Maryiand is increasingly a dty^latc - all of its congressional dislricls arc anchored parlialiy in dlhcr mdropoiitan 

Washington, D.C., or Baltimore. The slate has long been a Dcmocratie stronghold. In the 19th and early 20lh ccnluries, 

a Democratic machine in Baltimore combined with voters on the culturally southern Eastern Shore to form a 

Democratic majority, in the later 20th century, the Democrats lost the Eastern Shurc hut found increasingly receptiw 

voters in the suburbs of D.'C. Post-Civil War, the state has dcded only six Republican governors, end only one has 

managed a second term. 

The last Bepublican governor. Bob Ehriich, won an open .seat against Kathleen Kennedy Townsend, a disappointing 

candidate for Democrats, in 2002.. Ehriich had a tempestuous rdatiunship vrilii the Democratic legislatia-e, and in 

2006 he was defeated by Baltimore Mayor Martin OMalicy. OMalley handily won a rematch with Ehriich in 2010. 

Anthony Brown, O'Mallcy's liratenant governor, won the Democratic primary, and will face off against Republican 

Larry Hogaa In a Dcmueralic stale like Maryland, Brown has a signiricant edge, iiuhviihstanding the headwinds 

Democrats in general are facing this year and Brown's oversight of the state's disastrous Obamacarc wcbsila 

About' Us I ConthcC I Advetiise | Piivucy Policy £ e, .-u i, •£r.ri>i,..«ui 1 
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Search by Race: I Choose A Race . 

1 

4 

Kentucky Senate - McConnell vs. Grimes 
C:llldiii:LlvK 

V 

Kfrnincky .Sujipsliol 

RCP Average: McCunnell •! 7.:t 
RCP Ranking: ].eaiM GllF 
20I4 Key Races: KV-A 

PAST KEV RACES 
aoia: President | KV-A 
aoii: Governur 
20io:Saiate | KY-3 | K\-6 

Mitch McConndl (R)* Alison Liindcrgan Grimes 2008: President | ScJiate | K^'-s 
Bio 1 Camixiign Site (D) aoo?: Go^•«mor 

20O6:KY-3|K^'-4 
2004: President | Senate | KV-^ Rio I Campaign Site 

Pulltiu; Data 

PBll Dale Sample MoE McConnell (R) Grimes (D) Spread 

Rnal Results - - - 56.2 4a7 McL^oiinell +15.5 

RCP Average lO/lS-ll/l - - 49.0 41.8 McConndl+7.2 

NBCNew5.'Mansl» 10/27- lOQO 556 LV 4.2 50 41 MLConiiJI »9 

P1*P(D)* 1(Y30-1I/I 1503 LV 2.5 50 42 McComittll >8 

Couricr-JoiiraatSiirvQ'tJSA * 1005-10/29 597 LV 4.1 48 43 McConnell+5 

CBwS Nws4^VT/-YouCciV 10/16-1003 1502 LV 4.0 45 39 McConndl-16 

Rasfniissci) Rcpoiis 10/15- 10/16 1000 LV 3.0 52 44 McConndl 18 

All Kcntuck>'8enatc>McConnelJ\ti. tlrimes Polling Data 

DflWfiLDAD THE AAA GAME CASE STUDY in I 

'MOnON CAPTURE 
oi'ganicmohon 

BATTLE FOR THE SENATE 
RCP AVERAGES: GOP 17 PJCK-UPS 

47 Dem GOP 52 

U:u"o. .Aniily.sw 

lO/aS/M - The SumyUSA poU looks like a bit of an ouilicr, and there really isn't much reason to s 
is dosing Ihc gap l)y looking at the Irendlincs. McConndl enters the home stretch with the lead. 

t Grimes 

10/17/14 - National Democrats seem to be pulling the plug on Grimes'campaign. The fundamentals of the state are 
just too much for her to overcome. 

10/7/14 — Surv^USA is one of two pollsters to sliow Grimes ahead tins cycle. Until there is a oonririning poll, we 
probably should treat it as an outlier. But it is one cause for heartburn for Tram Mitch. 

9/8/14 - As this race engages. Grimes' numben seem to be failing back to Earth. There is still plenty of time for her 
to turn things around, but the danger fur her is that national Democrats could decide to abandon her campaign if she 
drops too far liehind. 

-Race Preview 

Kentucky politics can largely be raplained by the atatek congressional districts. Tlie ist and and Districts are (roughly) 
the Jadt-son Purchase and Pennyrile areas of the state, which sole like the Deep South. The 3rd and 6th Districts 
represent urban latuisville and greater Lraington, while the 4>h District is the Republican suburbs of Cincinnati and 
Louisville The 5th District is an am-ilgoin of two older districts, one of which was old mountain Republican territory, 
and one of which waa heavily unionieed and Democratic coal mining country. The name of the game for RepidilUans is 
to nm well in Ihc 4th and sth and hold their ground in the 1st and 2nd, while Democrats try to add to their bases in 
Louisville, Lraington, and the coal mining areas of the s>h. 

The problem for Democrats is that the coal mining areas of the 5th have steadily drifted away from them over the post 
decade. Sen. Rand Paul owes miKh of his 2010 victory to oiitsized Republican margins in the area, margins that were 
matched by Republican presidential candidates in 200S and 2012. At the same time. Democrats have meiiagcd to enjoy 
continued success at the local level, and hold most statewide ofriccs. 

Thai encapsulates the millionslollar question for 2014, when the very unpopular Senate minority leader, Mitch 

http7/kviMw.realcleafpolili(».can/epolls/2014/senate/ky/kentuiAy_senate_mc(X)nnelLv5_grimes-348S.html 1/3 
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McConran, vnll face off against Secretary of State Alison Lundergan Grimes. If Grimes can push into the historic 

Demooatk base in coai country, this election will probably stay dose. If not, the 44 percent of the vote that Grimes is 

currently receiving will prabahly represent somdhing ol a ceiling for her. 

Kercitl Cniniiil>iitl 

Can Obama Duck Lame-Duck Syniliome? 
Steve Coll, The New Yorker 

For* Obama, No Midterrii Lesson 
Joseph Cuii, Washington Times 

Don't Govern on Fantasies 
E.l. Dionne, Washington Post 

Scott walker Wins Again 
John McCormack, Weekly Stamtanl 

Valerie Jairett, the Obama Vlhisperer 
Noam Sctieitier, The New Republic 

New Creative Ctoud 
Photography plan. 

A!l-nevv Phoioshop CC plus LiG,htroom 
desktop and mobile Jus; ;.'iS9.99/mo. 

See,All.c:«niiii(ni:l 

Polling Diita 

riiii Date Sample MoE 

i
 

X
 

1 Giiina(D) Spread 
'j 

Final Resiills. - - -• 56a 4IL7 McConuril+lS.S 

nCP.Ardage ions-11/1 - - 49.0 41.8 McConiicll+7.2 : •: 
NBr;Nov.Aia!iji« 10/27- 10/30 556 LV 4.2 SO 41 McConndM9 

•pi'P(P); 10/30- ll/l 1503 LV 2.5 50 42 McCotuiell->8 : 
CiiiiiierilouiinliSiirviwU'S A • 10/25-10/29 597 LV 4.1 48 43 McCofuiell+5 

CBS NovWN.y.T.'T'uuOtiv' 10/10-1003 1502 LV 4.0 45 39 McC.'onnriH6 * 
Coiirii.T-JouinHL«Surv«.yl «S A * 10/15-10/19 655 LV 3.9 44 43 MtConndl-^J 

Rasniussai Rqioils 10/15-10/16 1000 LV 3.0 52 44 McConiiell f-8 
t 

WcsiEniKcnnickyliniv.* 10/6-10/19 LV 4.1 45 42 McConnell+3 I 

FOX News* IOM-IQ/7 706 LV 3.5 45 41 McCoiinc«+4 
i 

Coiirier-Joumal/Stirvt^l ISA * 9^9-10/2 .632 LV 4.0 44 46 Grimes +2 i 

CBSNnvi'N^T/YwlGov• fiOO-IQ/l 1689 LV 3.0 47 41 MeConndl -(-6 i 

Reuiers/lpsos 9A-9/I2 944LV 3.6 46 42 MrCoiincli M 
1 
i 

NBCNcws/Mori&i* 9/2-9/4 691 LV 3.7 47 39 McConncll+8 ? 

Rsisinussen Rqxirts 9/1-90 750 LV 4.0 46 -41 McConnell *5 ? 

CNN/Opinion Research 8/28-9/1 671 LV 4.0 SO 46 McConnell M i 

CBS Nms/NYT/YouCFOx- 8/18-9/2 2130 LV 3.0 47 42 MeCoitneU-i-5 
i 

Cuiirier-JoumslSutveyUSA*' 80S-8/27 569 LV 4.2 46 42 McCotiiiell 14 i 

PPP (D) 8O-8/I0 991 LV 3.1 47 42 McCunndl +5 

Cuuiier-Jnumal/SiirvwUSeA 7/18 - 7/23 604 LV 4.1 47 45 MtConndl i-2 

CBS Ncws.-NVT/'YouGov 7/5-7/24 LV 4.2 50 46 McCoiindl H 4 

Mii^ellnn Siialeipcs (R) 6/4-6/5 808 LV 3.5 46 49 Giiincs+S 

Kasnuisseii Kepoits 5/28-509 750 LV 4.0 48 41 McConnell 17 

WciUEclStrnlcsicsiKi S03-504 608 LV 4.0 47 44 McConndl+3 

CuuiitvJournaFSnm^'tJS A * 5/14-5/16 1475 LV 2.6 42 43 Griiucs +1 

.NBC News/'Maiist- 4/30-5/5 2353 RV 2.0 46 45 McCoimclJ'i-1 

CEA/Ilickiiiaii Aiialyiics (D) 404-4/30 SOQLV 4.4 46 45 sMLComidi I'l 

NVTimes/KAistn 4/8-4/15 891 RV 4.0 44 43 McCorindi • ) 

VVcnssd Slrat^ies 1R| 2/B-2/1I 1002 LV 3.1 43 42 McC.*omicil +1 

Clouiicf^JuumatS nrviryUS A 1/30-2/3 1082 RV 3.0 42 46 Grimes +4 

Rasniusscit Kepons I09 - 1/30 500 LV 4.5 42 42 Tie 

PPP(DJ 12/12-12/15 1509 RV 2.5 43" 42 McConiidl-M 

Weiizel 5(i'alegies (K) 7/23 - 704 624 LV 3a9 48 40 McCoiuidi'18 -
WCIUKIStrategics iRi 6/1-60 623 LV 3.9 47 40 McConndl +7 

PPP(DJ 4/5-4/7 1052 RV 3.0 45 41 McCunndl i-4 

PPP(Dj 120- 12/9 1266 RV 2.8 47 40 McConndl ^7 

About Us \ Contgicl' I Advertise | Privucy Policy Re'iiUii>rfii><4;iiiw ;«ii | 
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Search by Race: [Choose A Race jj 

Virginia Senate - Gillespie vs. Warner 

t 

Murk Wiirncr (D)* 
iU» I rampiiii^n 

Ed Gillespie (R) 
Rio (Cani|Kiign Si(c 

RCI* Average: Wa rn vx .r<>.7 
RCP Hunking: l.eaHA niun 
aoi4 Key Races: VA-3 | VA-4 ) VA-10 

PASrr REV RAKE.S-
2013: Governor 
20I2: President | .Senate | VA>2 
20 to; VA-* i V.\-5 1VA-., j VA-i I 
2009: Govemur 
2008: Prtf.sirleiil | Senate | VA-ii 
2006: .Senate | VA-2 
2004: .Tre-sident 

Poll Dale Sample MoF. Warner (D) Gillespie (R) Spread 

Final Results - - - 49.2 48.4 Warner+0.8 

UCP Average iv/i-iono - - 48.5 3H.R Waniw+9.7 

(r(iU5(0)ilio'KL'VV|)iui Univ.' 10/23 - 10/29 634 LV •3.!> 51 44 Wanicr -h? 

Roiiiiuke College* 10/20- 10/25 7.18 I.V 3.6 47 35 VVaiiin 12 

CBS NcwwNYT.'VouCioV 10/16-HV23 1605 LV 4.0 49 39 Wamcr-^IO 

Univ, of Mary Wasliingiun* 10/1 - JO/6 444 LV 5.3 47 37 Wiimur»10 

All Virginia Seiiutc- (iilicspie%«. Warner Poiiing Oatu 

BATTLE FOR THE SENATE 
RCP AVERAGES; GOP 17 PICK-UPS 

47 Dcm GOP 52 

U:n»o. rttJrtlvAw 

< V3/14 - There ore rumors of a break toward Ciilcspic, but no one is releasing polls. 1'he opplca-lo-appics irendiine 
comparisons for Roanoke Colicge and Chrislopher Newport Univer.<sityarcnt good for Warner, but there just docsnt 
seem to be enough time for Gillespie. 

10/2R/14 - Virginia voters seem to be veiling sttihbornly to make up tlieir mind.^. Glllc! 
Scou Brown-Vikc movement, but it doesnt seem to havo malcrinlixed. 

s probably hoping for 

10/7/14 ~ The Christopher Newport poll showing a la-poinc Warner lead is actually quite good for Gillespie, as it had 
previously shown him down by 30. This race is clearly lightailnB, but there probably isnt lime for Gillespie to close lite 
gap before Election Day. 

9/29/14-There's actually been a slight lightening here, with the polls showing Warner at his luwait (Kiint in the cycle. 
But it is far loo early to suggest tlui this is anything other than Warner'k race to lose. 

9/23/14 - With just over 50 d.iy3 to go, Warner rcrnaiiu fully in control of tins contest. If Gillesiric is going lo make a 
race of it, things need 10 start tightening soon. 

-Race Prcvitr 

Unlike many Southern states, Virginia lias always had a vigorous-Republican Party. At first it was based in the 
moiinlains and hills east of the Blue Ridge, v^ere there were few blacks and little historical support for slavery (there 
was an adclilional ancienl base among blades that, when combined willi western Virginia, made Republicans 
competitive statewide Into the lole 1800$: (his was wiped out by the poll tax in 1903). They also began carrying 
Arlington County In the northeast as early as the 1920s, establishing a second toehold in the soon-to-be-growing 
northern Virginia suburbs. The addition uf the third base made Republicans a majority when Lmscrvativc Byrd 
Democrats finally edted the Democratic Party and began voting Republican. 

Rut during Ihe 199ns and aouos, Hill Cliiiinn's socially moderate, fiscally conservative message allowed him to beenme 
ihcTirsi Dcmocral since LBJ lo run even in norihern Virginia. A.^ the Democralic Parly tonlinued 10 embrace a 
rclaiivdy fiscally conservative stance, the northern suburbs cxintinucd to gravitate toward the Party of Jackson. This 

http://W^Mw.realcle3rpQlitics.com/epall5/2014/senate^faAflrgi^ia_senate_gillespie_vs_war ner-4255.html 1/2 
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Ireru'i cidmmalcd in 3006, wiicnioriner RepiibViciin Gov. George Alien iosl to Jim a rdali\-riy ob.<iciire 

Ocmocra tic cpponenl. largdy on the basis uf Webb's strung pcrrormance in northern Virginin. While Allen's fateful 

ultu'runcc of the word "macaca," is remembered as the incident that began his decline, in truth he was below QO percent 
inihe polls before that event, and Webb's fundraUing was already picking up. 

Two years later, former Gov. Mark Warner, one of the original "New Democrats" to win statewide office in the Old 

Dominion, won the Senate scat of Sen. John Warner by u 3i-perccntage-point margin over former Gov. Jim Cilmore. 

WarniT carved out a ucnicr-lefi |>alh in the Senate, although, like most Democrats, he voted for a large portion of 

President Oliainait agenda in die iiiih Cungress. Warner faces former RNC Chairman Ed Gillespie in the general 

election. Gillespie will have access to plenty of money, but Warner remains personally popular. How competitive this 

race becomes |)robably turns on whether the atmosphere improves or not for Democrats by Election Day. 

Keccnl.r4iiiiiiuMvM 

Can Obama Duck Larne-Duck Syndromo? 
Steve CotI, ihn New Voiver' 

For Obanid. No Midterm Le«iSon 
Joseph Curl, Woshington Times 

Don't Govern on Fnnbi<iie:» 
E.:. Diunofi. VVnnliington Post 

HcQii- waltter Wmr- Again 
Jofm McCnrmBclr, Weekly Standard 

Valerie Jmrert, the Whisperer 
Noam Schelber, The New RupuWlc 

See All (;iMnniciiii 

Poll Dale Sample MoK Wanicr (D) Gillespie (R) Spread 

Final RcauUs - - •- 49.2 48.4 Warner+(1.8 

KCPAvcrage iflfi - iua9 - » 4R.5 38.R Warner +.9.7 

(.'liii«iupl\cr N'ewpoi 11 Iniv * 10/23 - xona 634 LV 3.9 51 44 \Vanwj+7 

K<)ivi(>ke College* I0/2U. 10/25 738 LV 3.6 47 35 W:imer+J2 

CBS N<;ivs/NV1;-YpuGdv* 10/16- 10/23 1605 LV 4.0 49 39 Waiiier+in 

(iniv ufMiuy WHSiitiigiuii* IQ/I- 10/6 444 LV 5.3 47 37 WuiMcr+in 

Ciiilsfophci'NnvpuriUiiiv • 9/29- 10/5 690 LV 3.7 51 39 WAIKCI 12 

CBS New5:^Y I A'!«iririv* 9/20- 10/1 1656 LV 3.0 51 39 Warner+ 12 

PPP (UJ 9/22 - 9/23 625 LV 3.9 49 37 Waificr+I2 

Oninnipinc 9/17-9/22 1010 LV 3.1 50 41 Wanicr +9 

Roiiiiukc Collcpo' 9/l3-9r'l9 630 LV 3.9 49 29 Wanicr+20 

Clii'isiOpliei Newport llniv * 9/2 - 9/7 713 LV 3.7 53 31 W'aiiiei >22 

CHS ^'l.•w,^.^^YTA^^^f.i(.v 8/*18-9/2 1635 LV 3.0 51 39 Warner 1-12 

Hnmp1l>tl lltiivei'.ciiy 7/27 - 7/30 804 LV 2.9 55 32 W:tiiu-i-'-23 

CHS Ncw.<:NVTA'ouGov 7/5 - 7/24 I.V 3.2 53 43 Wainci t-IO 

Ro^aiokr College* 7/14-7/19 566 RV 4.2 4? 22 Waniffl- '-25 

ftiisiiiussni Kepuits 6/11-6/12 750 LV 4.0 53 36 Waiiici i 17 

()i)imupi:ic.* 3/19-3/24 1288 KV 2.7 46 31 Wxiner rlS 

Roanoke College 2/22 - 2/28 707 RV 3.9 56 29 \V:uncr-!-27 

Rtis»ui.saw Kopnna t/20- 1/21 1000 LV 3.0 31 37 

OiiiMottiici Newiwri (iniv 1/15- 1/22 1023 RV 3J 50 30 WaiiitT -20 

Kd.'iiioki' College 1/13- 1/17 553 RV 4.2 SO 21 Wmiiei >29 

Wi-a-Tlic Polling C oin|«iiiy (10 IJ/19- 11/20 600 RV 4.0 51 33 W»nin-!-l8 

. 
Atmiit lJ«s I CooUr.1. ( Advcftisn j Piivacy tJoiicy 

Send Anniversary Smiles'. 

Save 
on Romantic Flowers & Gilts 
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Seaich by Race: [ Chooso A Roce 

Iowa Senate - Ernst vs. Braley 

Joni rxnst (R) 

Uio I Caiii|uij''n Sito 

Bruce Braley (D) 

nio I Caniinign Site 

ViKO .S'ii:ip*>-Iio1 

RCP Average: l>rns.l fa.:> 
JICI' Ranking; 'ro.«w i.ip 
aoi4 Key Raws: (iovcrnor | lA-i 1 U-S2 | IA-ri I IA-4 

PASr KEY RACES-

auia: l*rc.siaent | FA-i | IA-2 j j IA-4 
aoio: (fiivernuv | .Senate | (A-f | lA-a | fA-;t 
2008: ri'Miilenl 
2on6: Onvucnur | L\-i | L\-H 
2004:1'rexideiit | .Senate | IA-3 

['if|]Knj;1)aia 

Poll Date Sample MoE Ernst (R) Brjlcy (D) Spmil 

Final Rcsulls - - - 52.2 43.7 Ernst I-8.5 

KCP Average lOAT-11/3 - - 48.0 45.7 Emsr +2.3 

P1>P(Lll* 11/1-11/3 126S LV 2.8 48 45 l.-insl H 

Quinnipiac I0A8- HA 778 LV 3.5 47 47 Tic 

Dc< Kcj^isU'r 10/28- 10/31 701 LV 3,7 51 44 l.un.-;i +7 

KOX News I0A8- lOAO 9IILV 3.0 45 44 luiul • 1 

Rastnu.%scn Kepiuts 10A8 - lUAO 990 LV 3.0 48 47 HI list 1 1 

CN'NVQpimuii Rizsciirdi I0A7- lOAO Ml l.V 4.0 49 47 L'nisi 12 

All Ii)wa Senate • ICmsl w. Hrulcy PnlUng Uala 

AflCtieicanp 

TARM FR£5H LOCAL GROCERIES 
Order online 

Use code: FREE for $20 in tree food. 

BATTLE FOR THE SENATE 
P.CP AVERAGES: GOP +7PICR-UPS 

47 Dem (JOP 52 

UfiLV .Aliitly.si.s 

11/3/14 -The Qiiiiinipiac poll put.% .1 damper on the Repuhliiuiii uclshralion rulluwing the Dcs Moines Rcgi-^lcr poll. We 

should still expLxt a close race, but Krnst dous have an edge. 

111/28/14 - Loras College breaks a lengti^ drought for Braley. who had failed to lend in a poll in over a month. Loras 

has tended tu be fa\orable toward Bralty, and the pull average siill fawrs Ernst; we'd have lu have a confirming pull to 
suggest the fundamental dynamic of the race has shifted. 

10/17/14 - Krrwt has trailed in only a single poll since niid-.Septcmbcr. Her lead is narrow, however, and Rral^f still 
has lime. 

iu/7/14 - Seven of the last eight polls haw shown either a tie or an Ernst lead. Ws saf&to say that Braley i» longer 
hulds a lead. In addiiiun, one of those ties (the Loras College poll) previously had Rralty up four. Ernst pmlvihly IKIS an 
edge at this point. 

•)/2<>/i4 Tu'o polls have now slKmm Ernst with a substaiUial lead, including tlw well-regarded Dcs Moines Register 
poll. There arc still a lot of undecided voters and plenty of time on the clock, so Braley is very much still in this game. 

9/:s3/i4 - Democrats cheered when Loras College showed Braley up four puinta, while Republicans celcbraled when 

Quinnipiac foiuul Ernst ahead by sbt. Ewryonc else sets a wry tight race, whidi is probably where things stand. 

9/8/14 - This race remains tight, 'with neither candidate having led by more than two |wints since early June. It goes 
without saying that this one covdd go either way rigid now. 

'Race Previc 

town was initially one of the most hca\i1y Kepuhlican states in the country. From 1858 until 1924, the stale had never 

elected u Democratic senator. Until 1990, it had never sent one to Washington for two full terms. But (hclfOP's grip on 

Iowa began to weaken in the 1960s, when the state's do\ish lendenciei and hisloiy of support for social reform 

movements muwd it lovwrd the Democrats. By 1974, it had only one Republican congressman: Charles Grassley. 

http;f/WvA«.realclearpolitics.com/epolls/Z014/senate/ia/iow8_senate_ernst_vs_braley-3990.html 1/3 
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Graxsley won a Scnaie siat in 19B0, defeating Sen. John Culver by a large margin; this followed Roger .Iepscn'« defeat 

of incutnheni Deinncrai Didc Clark In 1978 and seemed 10 signal the beginning of a revixu! of Republican fortunes. 

But the farm crisis of the 1980s reversed this (rend, and populist 

Democrat Tom Harkin, who had been ctccied to the Home in the 

sanieymr as Grasslt^, defeated Jepsen by a surprisingly lai-ge 

margin. As the state's ideological positioning siabilixed just a hair to 

the left of cenler, Harkin won re-election four times, but deckled to 
call it a career in UU14. 

Defense Impacts: Adcfenseapproprialorfs 

seal xs vacated as Joni Erail seeks to become 

the Tirst female combat veteran in the U.S. 

Senate. 

Mure on this race at ReniCVarl^sfMiice 
Republicans searched in vain for a top-Hight candidate, while 

Democrats scillcd upon Rep. Bruce Braley. Many analysts concluded 

that Democrats uuuid hold the seal. But Braids campaign has been beset by gaffes, wKle Republicans coaleced 
around state Sen. Joni Eriut. Some iltll fear that Ernst wont hold up to the rigors of a long ca mpaign in the spotlight, 

but for now, this looks to be a very competitive race. 

llcccot CorHincitf.l 

Crin Gbama Duck Lamo-Ouck Synrlmme? 
Stfive Coll. Ttxe New Yorl<er 

For Qbams, No Midterm Lesson 
]oseoh Curl, Wasliingtoii Times 

Don't Govern on Fantasies 
e.j. DIonne. vyashinyton Post 

Sciirt Walker VJins Aoain 
John McConnack, Weekly Standard 

Valerie Jerrett, the Ohama Whisperer 
Noam Schuitwr. The Nevir Republic 

Sa ve 25% 
for up to 2 years. 

MG'.'V opps for your business 

01'*. releose of Creelive O.cud for teoni' 

See <\1] Cniiiinciil:! 

Hhlliiig I'lntA 

Pull Date Sample MiiE ICnisI (K) Braley (P) Spread ; 
FInfll Rcsuiis - - 52.2 43.7 Ernst +a..5 i 

KCP .Average IUA7-11A - 48.0 45.7 Ernst-^2.3 
: 

PPP(D>* 11/1-11/3 1265 LV 2.8 48 45 Fnwl'i-3 

QiilniiiplBC 10/28-11/3 778 LV 3 5 47 47 Tie •i 
tJcs Moiitcs Kcgi.uct JQ/28- IU/31 701 LV 3.7 SI 44 Ernst+7 

FOX Nexvs lOAS-10/30 911 LV 3.0 45 44 liinsi 1-1 : 
10/28- 10/10 990 LV 3.0 48 47 Kinst I I 

C'KNA)|niii»ii Krsuudi I0A7- 10/30 647 LV 4.0 49 47 l.^i.si 12 .5 

Younov 10/25- 10/31 nt2I.V 4.4 42 43. Bnilcy •••.1 

Reuici.s/l|)SOS HW23 - 10/29 1129LV •3.3 45 45 Tie 
* 

Qiiuidipiac 10/22- 10/27 817 LV 3.4 49 45 LVnsi > 4 

Loias C^ollcgc 10/21-10/24 II2J LV 2.9 44 45 Bralfv i 1 

NOC N'cxvs.'Maiisi 10/18- 10/22 772 l.V 3.5 49 46 UiiisH3 

CHS l^cws/MYTAotiCinv 10/16-10/23 2322 LV 30 44 '44 Tie 

Oidnnipiac 10/15- 10/21 964 LV 3.2 48 46 t'nisi +2 

USA -ludayiSHfrolk' 10/11 - 10/14 500 LV 4.4 47 43 Enis( 14 

0,ui«ini|)i.tc 10/8-10/13 967 LV 3,2 •47 45 Ein.-ii •f^ 
a 

Kitsinussrn Kcpoiis IQ/8- 10/10 957 LV 3.0 48 45 |-ITU«I-<3 

Dcs N-foines Rcgisicr/Hlooinbcrg 105- 10/8 1000 LV 3.1 47 46 Enisl'l 

l.oras CroMegc JO/I - 105 600 LV 4.0 42 42 Tie 

NBf:Nfws/M:iiisi 9/27- lO/l 778 LV 3.5 46 44 f-x-Mi 12 

CHS Ncws/NYT.-Yciufjov 9/20- lO/J 2359 LV 2.0 43 44 

1MM> (»> 9/25 - 9/28 1192 LV 2.8 45 43 l-jiisi >2 

Dcs Moines Rcgiswi* 9/21-9/24 546 LV 4.2 44 38 Kiiisl i6 

Ra!Uiiu.<iScii Rc|)i^is 9/17-9/18 750 LV 4.0 43 43 Tic 

FOX Ntwx 9/14-9/16 600 LV 4.0 41 41 Tic 

Qniimipiac 9/10-9/15 1167 LV 2.9 50 44 l->n.si * 6 

CNN.'OimiinnRescaab 9/8-9/lD 608 LV 4.0 48 49 Br.ilcy •* I 

l.oi«\^ College 95-9/5 I200LV 2.8 41 45 Bml(yt4 

U.SA TadjiySiillnll.* 853 - 856 500 LV 4.4 40 40 Tie 

CIJS Newsi-NYT/YmiOov 8/18-95 I764LV 3.0 42 44 HI nicy <2 
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>M»1» 0)) 8A2-8/24 915 LV 3.2 42 42 Tic 

llHSinti:;sto Rcporix 8/11-8/12 750 LV 4.0 43 43 Tic 

CfiS NcwiSiNYl /YcittCiw 7/5 - 7/24 LV 2.7 48 47 En>Ei-»l 

NHCNovsftlaiisi 7/7-7/13 1599 RV 2.5 43 43 Tic 

QiunnipiMC 6/12-6/16 1277 RV 2,7 40 44 l3ralcy-(-1 

l.oias Colkup 6/4-6/5 .600 LV 4.0 48 42 Ernsi-t C 

^liismussen Ri'purls 6/4-6/5 750 LV 4.0 45 44- 1-111X1 +1 

pr*P(t)i 5/15-5/1!) 914 RV 3.3 39 45 Hrnley'<-6 

CEA/llk'kiiiHii Aiialyiic^ 4/24 - 4/30 500 LV 4,4 40 44 Braley+4 

SiifToIk 4/3-4/8 800 LV 3.5 30 38 Uraley-l.S 

R.isiniuscn Kcporu 3/24 - 3i2$ 750 LV 4.0 37 40 BrAlc>' +3 

Quinnipiut 3/5 - ViO 1411 KV 2,6 29 42 I3iuJcy+J3 

l'I*P(Dj 2/20 - 2/23 ' 869 RV 3.3 35 41 Braley 1-6 

Quiniiipiac 12/10-12/15 RV .- 38 44 Braley +6 

llaiperfRI 11/23 -M/24 985 LV 3.1 36 42. Brsley -i 6 

PPP (D) 7/5-7/7 668 RV • 3,8 33 45 Bralcy + 12 

A haul Us t CtfiitArl. { AdvA<r.is>ft | privacy PoKey 

0> 
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Search by Race: roioSeAWam ej 

Illinois Governor - Rauner vs. Quinn 
'Ilii-cc-Wrty "Rauner v.<. (Jniiin vs. Griinin 

CunilulaUr.s 

Pal Quinn (0)-

Rt6 I CuMipjjftn SiU: 

Bruce Rauner (K) 

Bin I CaiiipLiignSite 

li)ini)is-.Siiaj>s!io| 

KCr Average: Quinn <-o.H 
RCP RnnkinB: TONS Up 
2014KeyKaccs:Senate) I1.-B) 11.-lo | M--111 ll.-iu | IL-
J3 I "--^7 

PASI- XEY RACES 

2012: Prrsiilent | House 
2010: ffo\i»'iior I Senate | House 
2008: Prc-iiideitt) 1li-io | 
UU06: Governor 11L-6 11L-8 
2004: rresidcnt | Siuiale 

.PoJliiiK Data 

HidJ Date Sample MoE Quinn (DJ Rauner (U) Spread 

Final Kisulls - - - 45.9 50.7 Flaiiiii!r-i-4.K 

RCP Average - - 4S.6 44.8 Qninn +0.8 

PPP (D) ii/i -11/2 1064 LV .3,0 48 48 Tie 

Chic:igii .Sun-Tiincx* 10/28- l(M28 823 LV .3.9 45 42 Quinii +.1 

(:USNews/NVT/Y.:u(lov 10/16- 10/23 3519 LV .1.0 45 4! Quinn -t'l 

Rosniiisseii Rqjoris 10/20- 10/22 1000 LV 3.0 47 48 Knuiicr 4 I 

Chicdgd Tiibiinc* 10/16-10/21 800 I.V 3.5 43 4S Rauner >2 

All llliniiit: OinTrnor • Kaiiner VK. Quinn Polling D.nl.i 

TOUS 

FALU£, •, 
WINTEitI, 
2014/15 r ! : 

BATTLE FOR THE SENATE 
.RCP AVERAGES: GOP +7 PICK'UPS 

47 Dem GOP 52 

Itncu AiiHly.sks 

jo/2fi/i4 - All signs here pnim tea dose race, which pruhahly isn't %«-ha( Rauner wants. He needs to make the sale to 

a group of Dcmocraiic s'oicrs, and so far hasn't done so. 

10/19/14 — Rauner got some welcome news when Southern fllinuis University found him with a small lead o\-cr Quiiin. 

But that poll had a huge numlusr of undecided voters, and in a stale like Dltnois. that is probably rough news for 
Rauner. 

10/7/14 - Ouinn has bounced bode, and holds a lead. The state might just be loo blue for Rauner to win. 

Race I 

Had you asked a poliliail observer 30 years ago whether a governor^ race in Illinois %vouId be competitive, you'd likely 

tta\'e recei\^ a look normally reserved for those claim to have been abducted by aliens. Illinois has liisiorically been one 
of the more politically competitive states in the United States, and a governor^ race in Illinois was supposed to be close. 

But in recent years it hasbecomc more surprising lo hcanhal a Republican was competiiivu in this race. E\^•n while 
beset by allegations of ethical impropriety, Rod Bbgojcvlch was able to win rc>clecllQn handily In 2006 against (he lone 

Republican statewide ofOceliolder. and underwhelming Gov. Pat Quinn was able to fend off a game ch.nlienge from 
RcpuhVican Bin Hriidy in 2010. This time, Qidnn is reci:nir.g genisrally poor poUs against lus challenger, businessman 

Bruce Rauner. Hut Brady polled well In 2010 as well, but undecided imters ended up breaking ovcrwliulniirigly against 

him at the end. Quinn is hoping that Democrats once again come home for him. big time, in the end. 

Ki'LCti! CniiwunTtlary ^ NirwsSinricA: 

Clin Obama OucJc Lame-Duck Svid;ome? 
Steve Coll, I he New YoiKcr 

For Qbama. No Midterm (.esson 
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loscpn Ci'M. W^shiiijlon Times 

Dch'i novfiiivcn FdnLv;i(!S 
ej. Dionnc. Wnshtngton Post 

Scoll m\kitr Wins Again 
John McCarmacJ<, Weekly Stnnderel 

Valerie Jaireit;, the OtMma Whisperer 
Noatn ScheilMir, Tlui Neiv RepirbHc 

RealClearPolitics - Section 2014 - llhnols Governor - Rauner vs. Quinn 

Sec Ail (luiiihieiii: 
Save 25% 

for up to 2 years. 
New apps for your business 

In 2014 release of Creative Ooud for team 

loin nov/> 

Poll Ualc Sample MoE Quinn (D) Rauner (R) Spread 

Finol ResulU -r - - 4.4.9 S.U.7 Rauner +-f.K 

RCP Average 10/16-llA - - 4.S.6 44.8 Quinn +0.8 '• 
IUi-lW2 1064 LV 3.0 48 48 Tie 

s 

Chicat^o Siiii-Tintcs* 10/28-10/28 823 LV 3.9 45 42 Qiiihu -+3 

CBS Nnvs;NVT/YciiGov 10/16-10/23 3S19LV 3.0 45 41 Qiiinii -14 

Rasiuiisstfii Rq)Qn5 10/20-10/22 1000 LV 3.0 47 48 Rauner +1 I 

Chicago I'ribuiic* -10/16-10/21 800 LV- 3.5 43 45 Kauuci''^2 
• : 

'Uto Simon PnlUSIIJ* 9/23- 10/15 691 LV 3.7 41 42 Rnuiicr-M 

8un-TinicsAVoA sk America * 10/8-10/8 1051 LV 3,0 44 41 Qiiimi +3 
i 

CBS Nc\vs;NYT/YoiiGcn* 9/20- IQ/1 3955 LV 2.0 46 43 Qiimn i-3 

Rasniiusuii Rcpons 9t24 -5/25 750 I.V 4.0 44 42 Quinn •' 2 

WcAskAniaira^ 9/18-9/19 1418 LV 3.0 41 44 Rauner 3 

Cliica}$o Trihiiiie* 9/3-9/12 800 RV 3.5 48 37 Quinn * i 1 

C.BS Nws,VYT:*YniiCiov 8/18-9/2 4363 LV 3.0 40 44 Kttuiicr +4 i 
Sun-Tiiiics/'We/VskAmenea 8/6 - 8/6 1085 LV 3.1 38 SI Rauiief+13 

Rasinusscii Kcpoiis 7/29 - 7/10 750 LV 4.0 39 44 Rauner +5 i' 

CDS Ncws/NYT/YoiiCov 7/5 - 7/24 5298 RV - 43 46 Rauner +3 

Rasmussai Kq)0fl5 4/9-4/10 750 LV 4.0 40 43 Rnuiter i-.l : 
WcAskAincrica 1/30- 1/30 1354 LV 2.7 39 47 Rnimcr +8 

PPPdJ) 11/22 - 11/25 557 RV 4.2 41 38 Quinn '* 3 1 

Abuut Us (Contact | Advertise j Ps^ary Policy 

Markerless Motion Capture 
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Search by Race: | Choose A RBOI T| 

Kansas Governor - Brownback vs. Davis 
K;in.SiL*i 

Paul Davis (D) 

Kit) I (.'amiul^n iiilc 

Sain Brownhatrlc (R)* 
Kio I Cani]i:ii;jii .file 

RCP Average: Diixi.s 
RCP Ranking; To.va |ip 

Key Races: S'cnntc | lCS*u | K.S-:) 
PAST KKY RACES 

aoia: rre.<!ident 
2010: Governor | Senate t KS-3 
2008: PriUt'idcnC) KS*3 
2006: Ginvrnor 
2004: President | Scrialc ( KS-;{ | KS-4 

PiilliDK Ddl't 

Hot! Dale Sample MoE Davu (D) Brownback (R) Spread 

Final Results - - - 46.1 SO.D llrmvnharJr i-3,V 

ilCP Average ltt/lfl-M/3 - - 44.6 42.6 Diivis +2.11 

ll/l - M/3 963 LV 3,2 46 45 Oavw+I 

l=OX News* 10/28-10/30 907 I.V 3,0 48 42 Davis >6 

YuiiGov* 10/25-I0i3l II37LV 4.8 38 39 nnwiib.ick + 1 

SmvcyUSA* 10/22-10/26 623 LV 4.0 46 43 Davis 1*3 

NBC Ncws.'Marisi' 10/18- 10/22 757 LV 3.6 45 44 Davis 1 1 

All Ivaiisin: (fovernor - HrownbacU v.9. DaA-is Polling Data 

BATTLE FOR THE SENATE 
RCP AVERAGES; GOP t7 PICK-UPS 

47 Oem GOP 52 

KaLv.Aiialy.vj.s 

iO/28/14 - Like the Scnalc race, the palling here u a liiilc bit all over tlie place. This is looking like n wy closebaitla 

10/19/14 — The state's underlying partisan dynamics scern to be asserting ihciiiscK'cs here, as Brownback has shot 
u}nrard in the past few weeks. The stale's Senate race might even be helping him hy making the race less of a 
rcfLTcnduin on him and more of a partisan affair. 

10/7/14 - Davis's lead is sni.ill, but steady. Brownback is in real trouble. 

io/i/14 — The race has Lightened somewhat, and it remains an open qtiastion whether D:ivls can really hold on to a 
lead against Brownback in a year like lliis one. 

——Rnce Pro'iew— 

While Kansas has fairly consistently voted Republican at the federal lew! since the end of the Great Dcprtssion, the 
state has elecied a number of Deinucratic govicrnors. In fact, Republicans have only hdd the mansion for io of the past 
SO years, and no Republican has succeeded another Republican In the state since the 19G0S. 

In 21)03, Kathleen Sebelius was able to lake advantage of a longstanding split between moderate and cnnscrvoiive 
Republicans to edge into the gowrnor's mansion. She then won a large victory in 9006. Republican Sen. Sam 
Brownback succeeded her, wi:)niiig hya large margin in 2010. But Brownback has been a controversial gownor, and 
many of his acliuns have served to inrianiclhe tensions between L-onservativus and moderate!. He starts uuLin a very 
tough position against his Democratic opponent. 

Iti'ifiit L'iMiiiiu:iitfiry Ji- VcMyflliii'Mo; 

Can OtiHtna Duck uafne-Dvi('.k 
Slcvft Coll, Thft NKW Vinker 

Pui Obi'mta. ^Jo Midterm Lnshun 
Josiy)h ruii, VVftrJnnpion rimes 

Oori'i Govern on h'3nt;)sie!-i 
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E.J. Olonne. V/n.'.hin9!cn Po.« 

Sccit WalKM' Wins Agnin 
John McCormack, Weckiv Standard 

daleiie laireu, die Obama VAiisiaire' 
Noam SchaJher, The New Rnpubilc 

RealCleafPolitics - Election 2014 - Kansas Governor - Brownback vs. Davis 

See AiriTuiiiiiii'iiljl 

Save 2^ 
for up to 2 years. 

New a p(M for your buslriess; 
In2014 release, of .CrcaUvo Ootid forteami 

Pnii Dole Sample MuE Davis-(D) Brownback (R) Spread 

Mnoi Itesulls - - - 46.1 50.0 Hrovrnhack I-.L9 

nCP Average lU/18.11/3 - - 44.6 42.6 Davis +3.0 

I'i'I' (D)* ll/l • 110 963 LV 3.2 46 45 Diivis -M 

FOX Navs* l(V28- lOOO 907 LV 3.0 48 42 DHvi> +6 

YoiiGov* I0/23-IQGI 1I37LV 4.8 38 39 Uiownback 11 

SunxyUSA* IQ/22- 10/26 623 LV 4.0 46 43 r}.ivi<( -I'j • 

CBS Nnvs/-NYT/YouGov 10/16-10/23 1973 LV 4.0 40 43 lliuwiiback <13 

NBC'NcwsAtai-iul* 10/18-10/22 757 LV 3.6 45 44 Davia + I 

Knsnuoacn kivnns IU/20- 10/21 960 i.V 3.0 52 45 Davis+7 
i 

Rciiiiiiglon (teseairli Gcoiip fK/ 10/9- 10/12 1091 I.V 3.0 45 48 Hiuwnbtick >3 
• 

ppp cm IQ/9- 10/12 I08J LV 3.0 45 44 Dnvi.'! I'l 

FOX News- 10/4 - 10/7 702 LV 3.5 40 46 ' lli\.wuba..'k ^6 1 
CNN'0|)iiiirin Kcsurdi 10/2-10/6 687 LV 3.5 49 49 Tic : 
SujvcyliSA* 10/2 - lO/S 549 LV 4;3 47 42 Davis +5 : 
NBC Ncws/MHrisi* 9/27- lO/I 636 LV 3.9 44 43 Davis 1 I 

CQS News/NV nVuuCiov 9/20- lO/l 2013 LV 3.0 42 45 Uiowiiback J 
lis A Todai-.iSufTolk* 9m - 9/30 500 LV 4.4 46 42 Davis 14 i 
R;isiniU5cii Repua^ 9/16-9/17 750 LV 4.0- 47 43 Davis +J 

; 
FOX Nws* 9/14 - 9/16 604 LV 4.0 45 41 l>;\vis U . 
rPP(Dj 9/11-9/14 1328 LV 2.7 45 39 I3yvli! +6 i 

i 

Swvi^USA* 9/4 - 9/7 555 LV 4,2 47 40 Davis+7 

i 
i 

CBS NcwsMYT/VmiGov 8/18-9/2 839 [.V 5nO 40 47 HiiwMback I ? i 

Sul^-c>•llSA• 8/20 - 8/23 560 LV 4.2 48 40 Davis -1 8 : 
ITJMUJ 8/14-8/17 903 LV 3,3 44 39 Davis i 5 

KasniiKsai Kcnon.« 8/6-8/7 750 LV 4.0 SI 41 D.1\T<5 +10 

CBS .\w.i.fNYT/Yoii(;ov 7/5 - 7/24 1274 RV - 40 52 Biovk-ithai'k H (2 

Snn-eyU.SA< 7/17 - 7/22 1208 LV 2.9 48 40 rXivis i 8 

SwwUSA' 6/19-6^3 1068 LV 3.1 47 41 Das-is +6 

Kasiniuscn Kcftoiis 4/16-4/17 750 LV 4.0 40 47 i'liowiiliiivk 

PPP(Ui 2/18-2/20 693 RV 3 7 42 40 Dnvu 12 

Snn-i>-liSA' 10/23-10/24 511 RV 4.4 4.3 39 DavU +4 

About Us iContact | Adveitiee | Privacy Policy 
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Search by Race: j Choose A Race 

Georgia Senate - Perdue vs. Nunn vs. Swafford 
Note; ir no aindidalu receives so percent of the vote phis one, there will be a ninofTon .Fiiiuinry 6. 

IVo-Wny Ractt: VVM\HII \'S. "Nunn 

Da\nd Perdue (K) 

Hio I C:ani[Kiign.Sil(i 

MichdIcNunii (D) 

Kio I Camixngn .Site 

Amonda Swafford (h) 

Biu I C:«rn))aign Site 

T'olling nntn 

Poll Dale Sample MoE Perdue (R) Nunn(D) Swarfnrd (L) Spread 

Final Kesulls - - - 33.0 45.1 1.9 Peniur+7.9 

HCP Avemge 1IW7-I1/3 - - 47.0 44.8 J.6 Perdur.'tJ.tt 

\VSB-'|-\VI.3mlmiiik n/2-11/2 1500 LV 2.5 SO 46 2 IVrdiic-(-4 

PPP(DI n/i. 11^ 975 LV 3.1 46 45 5 Perdue ' 1 

Siirv'cyU.SA iq/10-11/2 591 I.V 4.1 47 44 5 Pcidiie 

Insiiicr.AdvHiiisgc 1(V30- 11/2 U63 LV 2.6 4g 45 3 Perdue3 

NIlC New.s.'K-fuii.si 10/27- 10/30 603 LV 4.0 Ai 44 3 Padne M 

All Genrfdn Senate- Pr.ri\\U'.v.s. Nunn \'n. SwaiTordPnllingData 

2014 SENATE RESULTS 
NEr CHANGE; GOP +8 

46 Dem GOP 53 

AuuJy.'iLs 

Ji/3/14 - Most signs here point to a runoff, but not all of them. What is somewhat surprising is that Perdue is Oie 

candidate who seems to be brushing against the runoff door, while Nunnls numbers are in free fall. If we get to a runoff 
silualion, Pcrdue's election isn't assured, hut it is likely. 

iD/28/14 - SitrvkyUSA and Landmark were previously two of Pcrdue's worst polls, so there maybe some movement 
hack tovtrard the Republican candidate. Of wiirsc, the quiistian is still v^elhcr either tsindidate can get to 50 percent 

pliu one, something none of the polls arc suggesting. 

]0/S7/i4'-This is one of the few races In the country to break heuvlly toward Demuurats. Perdue certainly hasn't 

helped himsdf with his comments about outsourcing, especially in rural Ceorgia. The qiiisiion here is whether Obama's 

job approval ultimalcly acts as an onchnr on Nunn, and more importantly,- whether she can get to the 50 percent 
needed to avoid a runoff. 

10/7/14 - Perdue maintains a lead, but ramments he mafic about outsourcing may change the dynamics of this race. 
Slay tuned... 

9/23A4 '11)e race is moving away from Nunn, as people tunc in and Georgia reverts to its fuodamenlaU. Kven 
Landmark, uhich has steadily shown a Nimn adxtinlage. nmb vtilcrs mming toward Perdue. 

9/7/14 - Recent polls show a tightening in this race, but Nunn's challenge is neverthdess Hncing a coalition in Georgia 
to get up around 50 percent. 

In U002, Georgia snapped. The slate liad been among the last in the South to cling to its Democratic roots: Bill Clinton 
carried Georgia in 1992. and a coalition of African*Aiiiericaiis and rural whites had kept the Democrats In control of 

the governor's mansion, the legislature and even a Senate scat. All of that changed in 2002, as rural whites revnlicd, 

throwing out the Democratic gON-crnor, senator, and (two years later) the legislature. Two years later. Republican 

htlp;/Awww.rea!clearpolilics.com/epolls/2014/senale/ga/georgiaj5enalej)erduej/s_nunnji/sjBwaffar(i-5253.hlml 1/3 
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Johnny Isaluon rolled to a 58 pcrccnt-^o percent win ox'cr Congressu-uman Dcniae Majelle. Democrata enjoyed a 

reasonably close race in the 2008 general election, but fell badly shun in the runoff necessitated when neither Saxby 

ChambViss nor Jim Martin topped SO pcruen). 

Democrats are excited about Michelle Kunn's chances of ending the 

part/x 14-year dry spell in the Senate, and changing demographies 

may indeed help the party of Jackson regain its fooling here. But this 

is still a Republican state, and even with massive black turnout in 
2onR, Democrats couldnl put the Senate scat away. This race starts 

out close, with Nunn and Perdue trading leads in the polls, but given 

the environment and the Republican lean of the state, Perdue 

probably stsrts with an edge. 

HEAL:Cm\KlDErE^SE 
Defense Inipacts: A political neophyte 

battles the daughter of a former Senate 

Armed Services Committee chairman In one of 

the most defense-heavy .ntates. 
More on this race at RciilClcarDefeiLsi! 

Uenriii 

A in the CorOn of "Teatii ot RlVats" ^uory 
Chrts C>lli77n. Wash Post. 

The AuducHv cf John PodE.sla 
Ben Gcmitn, iwiilonni .'iouinel 

/•nisricii. Vou've Been Crulierndl 
Kurl- Schihdiler. TownSinil 

Obaina hclgtnensihe Co.*itiii(lla)oris 
8.J. Oiohne, V/nshinoLO'n Po»l 

A. srnoil in u Bit) orrice 
Kuvjn V.'llllamsdn. NsUonal 

.Sbi: All roiniiiriit 

ENERGIZE YOUR WQRKOUTM.yff 
0U/£TC0MF0Rr25]i^T^:r.^^.s:;>i^ 
[HEADfJHONES]- - OGAME'CHANMR , 

EEABNMQRE)) 

Polluif;J>nlH 

PoJJ Dale •Sample MoE Perdue (R) Nunn (D) Swafford (L) Spread 

Final Results - - - S3.0 45.1 1.9 Penlur ^ 7.9 

RCP Avcrogc 10/27-11/3 - - 47.8 44.8 3.6 Perdue +3.0 

WSR-TV.IjiiHlimuk 11/2- 11/2 1500 LV 2.3 50 46 2 Pvfdiic Id 

PPP (D"! I I/I - 11/3 975 LV 3.1 46 45 5 Peidue 11 

Siii\*tfyUSA 10;)0-ll/2 591 LV 4.1 47 44 5 Perdue i ? 

InsidcrAdvstnwgv 10/30- M/2 1463 LV 2.6 48 43 3 Perdue+.3 

NRC iO/27-10/30 603 LV 4.0 48 44 3 I'cidnc 1-4 

'A'SR-TV/ljiiilinfuk J0Q9-10/29 1500 LV 2.5 4? 47 3 Tic 

YuiiGov 10/25-10/31 1743 LV 3.2 44 42 1 Pcfduc i; 

SIHVO>USA 10/24- IW27 611 LV 4.0 48 45 3 Pcidiie 1-3 

Ailama Joiinial-Cunsnluliun 10/16- 10/23 II7DLV 3.6 44 42 6 Peidiie+2 

(":US Ni-w5/NY r/Yf.Hl»ov 10/16- 10/23 1774 LV 4.0 47 44 1 PtTdllC 

hi-iidvrAilvaniAgc 10/21 - 10/22 704 l-V 3.7 45 47 4 Nunn-f2 

\VSB-r\vLainJniail: 10/20-10/21 1000 LV 2.8 47 47 3 Tic 

CNNfOpimOn Uwcaid! 10/19- 10/22 565 LV 4.0 44 47 5 Nunn *3 

SiirvcyU.SA 10/17- 10/20 606 LV 4.1 44 46 4 Nunn +2 

Wit n 1A rdjiiT-Gnqnii rivVM \l t0/I3- 10/14 1543 LV 2.5 45 46 6 Niuiii 11 

.Sur\\Tl!,SA 10/10- 10/13 363 LV 4.2 45 48 3 Nunn +.3 

WSB.rV.'UiidniJik 10/7- 10« 1000 LV 3.1 46 46 4 Tic 

SinvtyUSA 10/2- 10/6 566 LV 4,2 46 45 3 Perdue «1 

PPP (Di 10/2- 10/3 895 LV 3..3 45 43 5 Ptfiilutf +2 

lusiilcrAdvaiKaer 9/29- IQ/I 947 LV 3.2 47 43. 4 Perdue ) 1 

CBS ^^c^vJ:/NV•^/•^'.)IlC^nv 9/20- lO/J I8SI LV 3.0 47 43 2 PcrdiiL'+4 

SuncyUSA 9/19-9/22 550 LV 4.3 46 45 4 Perdue > 1 

liisidciAdviiniagc 9/10. 9/M 1167 LV 2.9 SO 40 S Pndiie ; 10 

\\:.SB-*rvn.w«linark 9/9-9/11 1109 LV 2.9 43 46 6 Nuiin +3 

AdsiUU Joxirdiii-Cvnsiiivilioii 9/8 - 9/11 884 LV 4.0 45 41 6 Ptidue 14 

.Survcj'Is'.S.A 9/5 - 9/8 558 LV 4.2 47 44 5 Pcrdui;+3 

CHS N=i:ivs^tVlVYi)uC.ov 8/18-9/2 1900 LV 3.0 47 41 3 Pcrdiic 16 

WRHl A fdua-F-iiqiiii cn'P-M R ltf24.8/25 1578 LV 2.5 43 45 7 Nunn 12 

WSIJ.'I V.1.ju-.<linjik 8/20-8/21 600 LV 4.0 40 47 3 Nnmi 1-7 

Siiivirj-L'S.A 8/I4-8/J7 560 LV 4.2 50 4! 3 Peidtie <0 

InsidciAtivamrqio 8/12-8/13 719 LV 3.7 47 40 8 Perdue +7 

htlp://Vvww.realclearpoli#cs.com/epolls/2014/senate/ga/georgia_senatej3erdue_ys_nunn_ys_swaffor(l-5253.html 2/3 
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wsn-'rv.'|j)ii(|iiinrk 

SiirvcyUSA 

ReatClearPolitlcs - Bection 2014 - Georgia Senate - Perdue vs. Nunn vs. Swafford 

7/25-7/25 750 t.V l.K 43 47 4 NuiiiH I 

6n-6/5 999 LV .1.2 4.3 38 6 ^cnl^Ie^5 

About UK I Cbiilaet } Advertise | Ptivjicy PnKcy r. 

^ ;|0 fe^?.ohlmeS®ippines 
•^AwtoiVwe: . 

5 
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Sciirch bv Rao:: f ciioose A Race T | 

N.C. Senate - Tillis vs. Hagan vs. Haugh 

Kay Hasan (DJ* 

llio I Cai/ipii'i;n Situ 

Thnm Tillis (R) 

Bio I Ciintpaign.Sili! 

Sean Haugh (I.) 

Bin I Campaign Site 

Pidliiig Diit'rf 

Poll Date Sample MoK Hagan (D) Tillis (II) llaiigh (1.) Spread 

Final Results - - - 17.3 49.0 3.7 111115 4 1.7 

RCP Average l(Vl9-i]/J - - 14.1 43.4 4.9 Hagan +0.7 

PI'P (D) ll/J - 11/3 1333 LV 2.7 46 44 5 Hiigiin <2 

Civi'ltu CR) 10/29- 10/30 600 I.V 1.0 11 41 6 Tic 

FOX NL-WA ia7R- IDOO 9091. V 3.0 13 42 4 Hiigan -M 

ilaipcitkj 10/28- 10/30 511 f.V 13 41 46 6 •fiilis 1 ?. 

CNN.'Opliiioii Itcscnrdi 10/27- 10/30 559 LV 4.0 48 46 4 Hagan 12 

VouCiov 10/25- JO/31 J 727 LV 3.0 44 41 2 Ifagwi (-3 

lligli i'oiiib^wiveyUSA lU/ZI - 1075 1(02 I.V 3.3 41 44 5 Tie 

NBtV Ncws^arlsi I«/I9- 1073 756 LV 3.6 43 43 7 Tic 

.All N.C. .Seriate - Tillis V.S . Hn)*oii x-s !. Haugh I'filliiig Data 

BATTLE FOR THE SENATE 
RCI> AVERAGES: GOP +7 PICK-UPS 

47 Oem GOP 52 

Usux .\nu)yjiLs' 

ii/3/14 - Bolh parties are claiming early voting vms good for them, which is consistent with (lie overall take on the 

race: it is close. 

1U/B8/14 - llagan's Icod continues to trickle away. But with only a week to go until Dcclion Day, she may well be able 

to run out the dock. 

10/17/J4 - Tillis has dearly ruirruwcd ihcgapliere, now thai the Republican adblllais underway. Well have to wait 
for moi% polling to determine wlicthcr he has (he lead or not. 

9/^3/14 " The Dcinocrailc ad blita has de.irly taken Us toll on Tillis, although Hagan has seen only a modest 

improvement in her numbers and remains stuck at around 45 percent. Still, Tillis has some major image reiair to do if 

he wants lu win this race. 

p/8/14 - This race luts been remarkably stable. The only real wild card is Libertarian candidate Sean Maugh, who has 

polled wdl and pccltxl off more ballots from Tillis lhan from Hagan. Third parties tcndto fadcdovm (he stretch 
(except when they don't), so ^"c'd expect things to lilt back Tillis' way. But we really liave no way of knowing for sure. 

• — Race Preview—— 

Throughout its history. North Carolina has always had a .substantia] Rcpubliean presence in the northwest moiiiiiain 

area. The Democratic Party wa.s split between progressives and conscrxat'nvs, and as the national Democratic Party 

moved leftward, it created an u|ipuriunily fur Reiiubltcans tu fuse the mure conservative Democrats with the 

Republican rump and create a majority. 

.lease Hdms was the first Republican to succeed in bringing those f 

conservativtu Inio the GOP wiiilc, at the .same lime, norllitfrncrs HEy\LCLEAKID£FEN'SE 

htlp:/\vww.realclearpolilics.com/epolls/2014/senale/nc/north_carolina_senatejillis_vs_hagan_vs_haugh-5136.titml 1/3 
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fluckiiig to tlie Research Triangle Park brought an even more Defense InipncU: An incumbenl Democrat 

pronounced Retwhbean hcni lo the state. For a Mhilc it iooked iikc on Wvt Senate Armed Services Committee 

North Carolina would become a solidly red state. sudcs to defending seat in a slate with a large 

military popuhlinn. 

More on this race at RcalClcurDcleiisc 
But (his didnt happe^ as moderate governors like Jim Hum and 

Mike Easley kept some of the conservative Democrats in the fold, 

while suburbanites around RTP drifted toward the Democratic 

Party. In 2002. Elisabeth Dale successfully held Helms'scat against Democrat Krskinc Bowles. Dole was fairly quiet in 

the Senate, and drewvdiai was lliought to bea fairly morliocre opponent in state Seii. Kay Hagan. Dole led Hagan 

handily for much of 2008, often breaking 50 percent in the polls. Rut Hagan pulled close after the Democntic 

convention, and (hen broke the race open after the financial collapse She led (he Democratic ticket in the stale, running 
ahead of both Darack Obama and gubernatorial candidate Bev Perdue 

Hagan herself has had a reasonably 11 ill term. She faces two basic challenges. First, she has mostly backed the 

naiional Democratic agenda, and second, slie cant rely upon the surge in AfricarhAinerican turnout that accomponieii 

Obama's run for office and helped to propel her across the flnish line. Democrats attempted to manipulate the 
Republican primary lo increase tlie chances the GOP would dccl a candidate who vrould implode but voters nominated 

House Speaker Thorn Tillis. He is the face of an unpopular Icgislalure. but mathcr Obama nor Hagan is particularly 

popular in the state either. Polls show a light race, but Hagan is below 45 percent, and is in deep trouble. 

Ili'.mit Cnnintiiiii 

Cnn Obiima Duck Lemo-Ouck Syndmrnc? 
Steve Coll, The New Yciket 

FCIT Obama, No t^Sdlerm Less&n 
loseph Curl, v\'ashiiigtoii Times 

Oon't Govern on Fantasies 
Ij.j. Dlnrine, Washington Pnst 

Scott Walkei vhns Again 
John f'tcCormack. Wuekly StandanI 

Vdteiin Janell, the Oham,-) V/tilspeier 
ivoaifi 5chcit)9r, Tne New Republtr. 

Sec All CnnmieiH: 

rolling Otilo 

Pull Dale Sample MoE Hagan (0) Tillis (K) llaugh (L) Spread 

Final Rtsulls - - - 47.3 49.0 3.7 Hills+1.7 

RCP Average 10/J9.IIO - - 44.1 43.4 4.9 Hagan +0.7 

PPIMD) M/l • 11/3 1333 LV 2.7 46 44 5 Hagan 1-2 

CiviiaslKj 10/29- 10/30 6001.V 4.0 41 41 6 Tie 

FOX Ncw< I0/2S- 1000 909 LV 3.0 43 42 4 Hagan +1 

Haipci IR) 10/28-10/30 3JILV 4.3 44 46 6 'nilis ^2 

CNN'.^^pinion Rcscni-idi in/27- 10/30 559 LV 4.0 48 46 4 Mngsn 1: 

YiniOov 10/25- 10/31 1727 LV 3.0 44 41 2 llagnn O 

1 ligli Poiiil'Survr.'US.'N 10/21 - \oas 802 LV 3.5 44 44 5 He 

NBCNcws.Mitiisi 10/19- 10/23 756 LV 3.6 43 43 7 Tie 

CliS News/NYT/YiniCov lO/lC- 10/23 J9I0LV 4.0 44 41 2 Hiigaii +3 

8iii>'cylJ>SA iO/ld- 10/20 368 LV 4.2 46 43 6 Magan 1J 

PPP (D) 10/16- lO/IR 780 LV 3.-5 46 43 5 riagaiii3 

OiviustR) JO/IS- 10/18 AOORV 4.0 41 42 6 Tillis 1 1 

.SitnxylJSA 10/9- 10/12 554 LV 4.2 44 41 7 Hagan +.* 

High Point 9/30- irv9 584 LV 4.1 40 40 7 Tic 

l.'S.A Today/SiifiPlk I0/4- ID/7 500 LV 4.4 47 45 4 Hagan »2 

NHC Nvws'hiiiri.-il 9/27- )0/1 665 LV 3.8 44 40 7 Hogaii i-4 

CDS Ncws.'NN T/Ymir.ov 9/20- lO/l 2002 LV 3.0 46 45 2 liagui * 1 

Civii.Ts(Ri 9/25 • 9/2K 600 RV 4.0 46 41 4 Hayiu»+5 

CNiV.'Opinioii 9/22 - 9/25 595 LV 4,0 46 43 7 Hagaii 

High Poiiii 9/13-9/18 410LV 5.0 42 40 6 I lagan +2 

FOX \'cws 9/14-9/16 605 LV 4.0 41 36 6 Hagaii +.5 

9/1i - 9/14 1266 LV 2.8 44 40 5 Magaii 1-4 

Siir\=yl,i.SA.'(.:iviLLi iR) 9/9.9/iO 490 LV 4.5 46 43 5 Hagjui +.1 
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The Polls Were Skewed Toward Democrats 
By NATE SILVER 

For much of this election cycle, Democrats coniplained the polls were biased against them. They said the polls ivere 
failing to represent enough minority voters and applying overly restrictive likely-voter screens. They claimed carl>:-
vfiling (lata ^^•a.s proving the ))oll.s \vi'i.)ng. They cited the fact that polls were bia.sed against Democrats in 2012. 

•j'he Democrats' complaints may have been more sophisticaled-sceining than the "skewed polls" argiime.nl.s made by 
Kcpiiblican.s in 20:r>. But in the end, they were just as wrong. The polls did have a strong bias this year — but it wa.s 
toward Democrats and not against them. 

Based on results as reported through early Wednesday morning — I'll detail our method for calculating this in a moment 
— the average Senate poll conducted in the final three weeks of this year's campaign overestimated the Democrat's 
performance by 4 percentage points. The average gubernatorial poll was nearly as bad, overestimating the Democrat's 

performance by 3.4 points. 

Partisan Bias In Senate 
Polls 
Average statistical bias in polls 
conducted iti final 21 days of . 
campaign, 1990-2014 

YEAR 

1990 
1992 
1994 

1996 

1998 
2000 
2002 
2004 
2006 

2008 
2010 
2012 
2014 

AVERAGE BIAS 

The problem with Democrats' claims is that they were one-sided. I don't mean 
that in the typical false ciiuivalcnce way. I mean that they werc ignoring some 
important empirical evidence. 

This evidence suggests that polling bias lia.s boon largely uni.m:diclablc from 
election to election. Beyond the shadow of a doubt, the. pulling was biased 

against Dcinueruts in 1998, 2006 and 2012. However, Just as certainly, it was 
biased against Republicans in 1994, 2002 and now 20J4. It can be.dangerous 
to apply the "lessons" from one election cycle to the next one. 

Our estimates of polling bias are evaluated in tlic same way wc vu assessed 
tliem ill the past. They rely on a simple average of all polls' released in the 
final three weeks of the campaign. Bias is calculated as the difference between 
the polled margin and the actual result. (For instance, a poll that projects the 
Democrat to win by 7 points when she actually wins by just 3 has a 4-point 
Democratic bias.) We exclude I'aces in which one of the top two finishers was 

an independent candidate. 

We'll publish 2014 data in full soon- but here are the iireliminary results — 

firat, for this year's Senate polls: 

.nvciHiiiTreiGHi 
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Senate Polls Had A Democratic Bias 

STATE 
NUMBER OF 
POLLS 

POLL 
AVERAGE 

ACTUAL 
RESULT* BIAS 

Colorado 21 R +1.8 R+5.0 D+3.2 

North Carolina 21 D+0.5 R +1.7 D+2.2 

Georgia 20 R +1.5 R +Z9' " D' +6.4 

Iowa 18 R+1.6 R +8.5 D+7.0 

New Hampshire 16 D+2.0 D+3.2 R+1.2 

Michigan 11 D +12.6 ' D+13.3 R +0.7 

Louisiana (primary) 10 D+4.7 D+1.1 D +3.6 

Arkansas g R+4.7 R +17.0 D +12.3 

Kentucky 8 R +6.6 R +15^5" ' D' +8.9' 

Alaska 7 D+0.5 R+4.1 D +4.6 

South Dakota 7 R +14.1 R +21.8 "D'+7.7 

Maine R +29.1 R +36.4 ' D'+7.3 

Illinois A D +11.5 D+10.0 D+1.5 

Massachusetts k D +18.3 D +24.2 R +6.0" 

Mirinesota 4 D +11.3 D +10.3 D +0.9 

New Jersey 4 D +16.5 D +14.0 D+2.5 

Oregon 4 D +18.3' 'D+16.5 D+1.8 

Virginia 4 D+8.5 D+0.6 D +7.9 

(Slew Mexico 3 D +9.0 D +10.8 R+1.8 

Tennessee 3 R +17.7 R +30.0 D +12.3 

Hawaii (special) 2 D +39.0 D +4^3 R+3.3 

Montana 2 R +16.0 R +28.3 D +12.3 

Oklahoma 2' R +35.5 R +39.5 D+4.1 

Oklahoma (special) 2 R +32.7 R +38.9 D+6.3 

South Carolina 2 R +17.5 R +15.6 R +1.9 ' 

South Carolina (special) 2 R +28.0 R +24.1 R+3.9 

Texas 2 R +24.0 R +27.3 D+3.3" 

Delaware 1 D +18.0 D+13.6 D+4.4 

Idaho 1 R +31.0 R +32.2 D+1.2 
hllp://li vethlrlyeight.com/features/lhe-polls-were-skewed-toward-democrats/ 2/5 
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Mississippi R +22.0 R +20.4 R +1.6 

Nebraska R +29.0 R +33.7 D +4.7 

Rhode Island D +45.0 D +41.0 D +4.0 

West Virginia R +22.0 R +27.6 D +5.6 

Wyoming R +40.0 ' R +54.7 ' D+14.7 

Weighted Average R+1.0 R+5.0 D+4.0 

*As of 5 a.m., Nov. 5. 2014 

^ flVETHIRTYEIGHT 

As you can see, the polls were biased to\vard the Democratic candidate in almost all key races. They vverc fortuiiatc to 
have "called" the winner correctly in certain cases: Sonic of the worst misses came in states like Kentucky and Arkansas 
where the Republican won, but by a considerably larger margin than polls projected. There was also a near-disaster in 
Virginia. It looks like Democratic incumbent Mark Warner will pull out the race, but the polls had him up by 9 points 
rather than being headed for a photo finish.^) 

Meanwhile, the average bias in gubernatorial polls was 3.4 points in favor of Democrats. 

Governor Polls Had A Democratic Bias 

S.TATE 
NUMBER OF POLL 
POLLS AVERAGE 

ACTUAL 
BESULT" BIAS 

Georgia 19 R +3.4 R +8.0 D +4.6 

Florida 18 b +0.0 R+1.2 D +1.2 

Colorado 17 D+0.7 D +0.5 D +0.2 

New Hampshire 14 D +6.4 D +5.2 D +1.2 

Iowa 13 R +17.9 "R +21.8 D +3.9 

Massachusetts 13 R +2.6 R +1.7 R +0.9 

Michigan 12 R +1.9 R +4.1 0 +2.3 

Kansas 10 D +2^8 R +3.8 D +6.6 

Arkansas 9 R +4.9 R +13.9 0 +9.0 

Illinois 8 D +0.3 R +4.8 D +5.1 

Connecticut 7 R +0.1 D +1.7 R +1.8 

Maine 7 R +1.2 R+3.9 D +2.7 

Wisconsin 7 R +1.6 R+5.7 D +4.1 

Pennsylvania 6 D +9.7 D +9.8 R +0.1 

California 5 D +18.4 D +17.0 D +1.4 
http://iivelhirtyejght.com/features/lhe-polls-were-skewed-toward-democrals/ a/5 
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South Dakota 5 R+32.0 R +45.3 D +13.3 

Arizona 4 R +7.3 R +12.4 D +5,2 

Maryland 4 D +2.8 R +9.0 D +11.8 

Minnesota 4 D +7.8 D +5.6 P +2.2 

New York 4 D f-23.3 D+13.4 ' b +9.9 

Oregon 4 D +9.0 D +2.9 D+6.i 

Hawaii 3 D +16.7 D +12.9 D +3.8 

New Mexico 3 R +15.3 R +14.8 R+0.7 

Ohio 3 R +20.7 R +30.9 D+10.2. 

Rhode Island 3 D +5.7" D +3.9~ D+1.8 

South Carolina 3 • R +14.3 R +14.6 D +0.3 

Alabama 2 R +29.7 R +27.2 R +2.5 " 

Idaho 2 R +15.0 R +17.1 D +2.1 

Oklahoma 2 R +16.2 R +14.8 R +1.4 

Tennessee 2 R +30.5 R +47.4 D +16.9 

Texas 2 R +18.0 R +20.4 D +2.4 

Nebraska 1 R +20.0 R +18 J R+1.3 ' 

Nevada 1 R +25.0 R +46.5 D +2T5 

Vermont 1 D +12.0 D+1.4 D +10.6 

Wyoming 1 R+25.0 R +33.6 D +8,6 

Weighted Average R+2.4 R+5.8 D+3.4 

*As of 5 a.m., Nov. 5, 2014 

FIl/ETHjRTYEIGHT 

In the governor's racc.s there were a higher number of missed "calls" — including in lllinoi.s and K.an.sas and especially in 

Maiyland, where Republican Larrj' Hogan wound up winning by 9 percentage points despite trailing in eveiy 

nonpai-li.san poll relea.scd all year. 

This type of ei ror is not unprecedented — inste/id it's rather common. As I mentioned, a similar error occurred in 1994, 

1998. 2002, 2006 and 2012. It's been about iis likely a.s not, historically. Tliat. the polls had relatively little bias in a 

number of recent election years — including 2004, 2008 and 2010 — may have lulled some analysts into a false sense of 

security about the polls. 

I niei-estingly, this year's polls were not especially inaccurate. Between gubernatorial and Senate races, the average poll 

mi.ssed the final result by an average of about 5 percentage points — rvell in line with lln: recent avwage. The problem is 

that almost all of the misses were in the same direction. That reduces the benefit of aggregating 01- avei-aging different 

polls together. It's crucially importani for psepholiigisls to recognize that the error in polls is often correlated. It's 

correlated both within states Cliterally eveiy nonpartisan poll called the Maryland govei'iior's race wrong, for example) 

htlp;//fl vethirtyelght.com/featur es/the-polls-were-skewed-tcward-democrats/ 4/5 
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iind amongst them (misses often do come in the same direction in most or all close races acipss the county')-

This is something we've studied a lot in ccmstrnctiiig the rnveTliirlyKight fnodel, and it's something we'll take another 
look at before 2016. It may be that pollster "herding" — the tendency of polls to tnirvor one another's results rather than 

being independent — has become a more pronounced problem. Polling aggregators, including FiveThirtyEiglit, may be 
contributing to it. A fly-by-night pollster using a dubious methodology can look up the FivcTliirtyEight or Upshot or 
HufflVjst I'oll.sterorEeal Clear Politics polling consensus and tweak their assumptions so as to match it — but 
sometimes the polling consensus is wrong. 

It's equally important for polling analysts to recognize that this bias can just as easily run in either direction. It probably 
isn't predictable ahead of time. 

To the extent polling bias is predictable, it may call for asse-ssing nonpolling factors — the so-called "fundamentals" — 
along with the polls in each race. One simple factor is the overall partisanship of a state as measured by its past voting 
history. In the past, Repiihlicaiis have tended to oiilperfomi their polls iu red states while Democrats have done so in 
blue states. 

Many of the key races were held in red states ihi.s year. That won't be true in 20:16, and we'll undoubtedly see some 
pollsters and polling aggregators draw the wrong lessons from 2014. Tlie polls may be biased again in 20.16; we just 
won't know much about the direction of it until votes have been cast and counted. 

CORRECTION (Nov. 5, 2:.52 p.m.): An earlier vcision of this article misstated how much the average gubernatorial 
poll o\'erestimatcd the Democrat's performance. It was 3.4 points, not 4 points. 

FOOTNOTES 

I'lLUD IJNUCR 1014 MIDTCKMS, ion SKNATE ULUCTIOKS. PULL BIAS, POLLING ACCURACY. POLLING INIIUSTRV 

NiiTFSIIVEH j i$niilcsilYi:r.S}6 I B 

Nate Silver is the launder and editor in chief of FiveThirlyEight. 
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R L. Graham (i) 

D B. Hutto 

P T. Ravenel 

L V. Kocher 

(i) Incumbent, * Runoff 

54.5% 665.605 

38.9% 475.532 

3.9% 47.205 

2.7% 33.481 

Speclal-Senate-Electlon^ November 4T 2014 -
iuu%Kapwiiiiy 
R T. Scott (}) 

0 J. Dickerson 

A J. Bossi 

(i) Incumbent, * Runoff 

61.2% 749.266 

37.1% 454.279 

1.8% 21,450 

South Dakota 

Senate Electlon; November-4, 2014 
iuu%R&^iuiiiiiy 

R M. Rounds 

0 R.Weiland 

1 L, Press ler 

I G. Howie 

(I) Incumbent, * Runoff 

50.4% 

29.5% 

17.1% 

3.0% 

140.721 

82,408 

47.728 

8.469 

http://Www.polltjcacom/2014-electlon/results/map/senateA#.VHOy-_nF8t>2 2/5 
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Tennessee 
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Senate Election, November-4, 2014-
lOOViiRupwuiiy 

K L. Alexander (i) 

0 G. Ball 

c J. Wilmoth 

G M. Pleasant 

> T. Emerson 

1 D. Page 

I R. Tyler 

I J. James 

I B. Phillips 

I E. Gauthler 

I E. Schechter 

I C. Salekin 

(1) Incumbent, * Runoff 

61.9% 

31.8% 

2.6% 

0.9% 

0.8% 

0.6% 

0.4% 

0.4% 

0.2% 

0.2% 

0.1% 

0.1% 

849,748 

437.175 

36.056 

12,530 

11,146 

7,711 

5,751 

5,671 

2,380 

2,308 

1,668 

784 

Texas 

Senate Election, November 4, 2014 
IUU% K8p8mng 

R J. Comyn (i) 

D D. Alameel 

L R. Paddock 

G E. Sanchez 

(i) Incumbent, * Runoff 

61.6% 2,855,068 

34.4% 1.594,252 

2.9% 133,467 

1.2% 54,587 

hltp://\Mww.polillco.com/2014-electlon/result5/map/senate/#.VHOy-_nF8b2 3/5 
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Virginia 

! Senate Election, November 4, 2014-

D M. Warner (I) 

R E. Gillespie 

I- R. Satvis 

(i) incumbent, * Runoff 

49.2% 1,071.283 

48.4% 1,054,556 

2.5% 53,396 

West Virginia 

: Senate-Election, November 4, 2014 
• luu'yoKbpuniiiy 

R S. Caplto 

D N.Tennant 

I- J. Buckley 

u B. Baber 

c P. Hudok 

(I) Incumbent, * Runoff 

62.1% 

34.5% 

1.6% 

1.2% 

0.6% 

280,123 

155,456 

7,360 

5,448 

2,544 

Wyoming 

• Senate- Election; November 4; 2014 
; iuu%Rti|jmLiiiy 

R M. Enzl (I) 

0 C. Hardy 

1 C. Gottshall 

72.3% 

17.6% 

8.0% 

119,534 

29,043 

13,175 

tittp:/Awww.polltlco.com/2014-electlon/results/map/senateAlt.VHOy-_nF8t)2 4/5 
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j '• J. Porambo 

(i) Incumbent, * Runoff 
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2.2% 3.602 
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2014 Governor Election Results 

.C«nBijiii]e,v.5n WupiiMcaii Wfei,, giiifttjjii|y.y\«ii . poilistBesuHs rts Rovilis . n<;£lge!bn 

Key Governor Election Results by Sta:e 

Filler Options 

Jump to Sisie... 

Alabama 

Governor Election,'Movember <. S0i4-
I 

R. Bcniley |l| 

a P. Giimih 

HI Ineunibenl. • Rnnoll 

63.6« 

3B.4K <27.218 

Alaska 

Govemor Electloni Novembar-J', 2014- -

" a. Waiiiar 

i< S. Pameii (1) 

L C. Cllfi 

J.Myai4 

(i] liieuinben), • RunoH 

46.1% <17.190 

46.4% "3.1ZS 

3.1% 7.<42 

2.4% 9.809 

http://wvvw.pQlitico.com/20'l4-electlon/results/map/governor/#.VHNov_nF8b1 1/7 
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Arizona 

Governor Election; November <;SBi-4 

{ > 0. Ducey 

! D F. OuVal 

!. B. HeBS 

A J. Mealer 

01 Incumbent. * Runoff 

53.5% 790.4S2 

41.6% B2I.JJ5 

3.6% 56.75? 

1.0% 1S.276 

I 

Arkansas 

Govomor Election, November 4v3014-

B A. Hulehlneon 

0 M. Rooo 

L F. Gilbert 

fi Je Drake 

0) Ineuii6eni. * Runoff 

65.4% 468.0(7 

41.5% 350.535 

1.9% 16.220 

1.1% 9.670 

j California 

Governor Election, November 4,2014 -

0 J. Brown (l| 

N. Kaehkaii 

6) bieumbeni,' Runoff 

59.4% 3AS6.353 

40.6% 2.640.054 

Colorado 

Governor ElecUon.-NDvcinbord; 2014 

J. HIckonlooper (I) 

R B. Beauproi 

L M. Heae 

0 H. Hempy 

4 M. Dunaron 

u P. Florino 

ti) iiwunibeiil. * Runoff 

49.1% 

46.2% 

1.9% 

1.3% 

1.2% 

0.3% 

677,711 

821,204 

38,226 

26,278 

23.187 

5,725 

Connecticut 

Governor Elocllone November 4; 2014 

0 0. Malioy (i| 

1 T. Foley 

r J. VIsconii 

fl) incumbent, • Runoff 

50.7% 544.248 

48.2% 521.645 

1.1% 11.422 

http:/Awww.polltico.com/2014-election/results/map/governor/#.\/HNov_nFBb1 2/7 
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Florida 

Governor Eiocllon,- tibvenibw 4r20l4-

Governor Bection Residls 2014: Map by State, Live Midterm Voting Updates - POLITICO 

f R. Scott in 

0 C. Crist 

. L A. Wyllle 

J (i G. Burticn 

I 1 F. Khavari 
I 
i 0) ^eumbtnl, * Runoff 

A9.7% 2.»eueo 

47.1% 2.78S.283 

3.B% 222.878 

0.7% <1.261 

0.3% 20.118 

Georgia 

Qovemor Election; Nommber 4:2014-

A N. Deal (1) 52.6% 1.341.161 
i 

D J. Carter 44.B% 1,138.478 

1 A. Hunt 2.4% 60,151 

0) tneumbonl. * Runoff 

... . . . . . . . _ 

Hawaii 
_ .. 

Governor Election; Novcmtwr -ar: 2014 

U 0. Igo 46.5% 181,065 

A D. Alone 37.1% 135.742 

1 M. Hannemann 11.7% 42,925 

t J.DavIa 1.7% 8,303 1 
01 IncumbenL * Runoff 

... ... I 

Idaho 
- -• 

Governor Elecllon-, NovBinborJ.MlJ — 
• 
1 

A B. Otter (11 53.5% 235.349 1 

0 A. Balukoir 38.6% 189,407 

1 J.BuJak 4.1% 17,982 

1 J. Humble 2.0% 8,795 

c 5. Pankey 1.2% 5.219 

1 Pra-Llle 0.7% 2.86B 

0) Incumbam. * Runoff 

. .. 

Illinois 

Governor Election, Navsmber 4f 2014-

A B. Rauner 50.8% 1,781,052 

0 P. Quinn (!) 45.9% 1,800,152 

1 C.Grimm 3.4% 118.098 

01 Incucnfaenl. * Runoff 

—... .. - ... ..... 

http://Www.pollllco.com/a)14-eleclion/results/lnap/9overnorA#.VHNow_nF8b1 3/7 
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Iowa 

GovomorEloctioni Nnvim'ibQiM; 2014 

H T. Bnnstad ll| 

0 J. Hatch 

L L. HIeb 

» J. Hannager 

o J. Narclaso 

! 0) Ineumbcm. • Runefl 

59. IK 66M08 

37.3K 419530 

1.6% 20.207 

0.0% 105M 

0.0% 10592 

s 

Kansas 

Governor ElectlonrKovai'ntK!r-4r2pU 

a S. Brownback <11 

0 P. Davla 

L K. Umfaehr 

«b 

50.0% 423.660 

46.1% M0.6M 

4.0% 33.700 

Maine 

Governor Election; Noveinner 4,;20U 

R P. LoPaga |l) 

. DM.MIchaud 

> E.Cullar 

I p) heumbBhi,' Runoff 

i 

48.2% 294.109 

43.3% 264.369 

S.4% $M05 

Maryland 

, Governor Election; K r4;-2014 -

9 L. Hogan 

0 A. Brown 

L S. Quinn 

(0 Incumboni, * Runoff 

51.6% 647,107 

46.9% 770.511 

1.5% 23.801 

Massachusetts 

Governor Election; Huvernbor 4,--20M -

9 C.Baker 

0 M. Coakley 

u E. Folchuk 

1 S.Uvo|y 

' I J. McConnlck 

(i) biBuinhisni. * Runoff 

48.5% 1.041.640 

46.8% 1.001.279 

3.3% 71.144 

0.9% 19.192 

0.8% 16.135 

Michigan 

http:/A«MAN.polilico.cam/2014-electlonA-esults/hiap/governorAl.VHNov_nFeb1 4/7 
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III, MUVCIIIUBI I, AWIH 

X A. SnydorlD 

0 M. Schaucr 

I- M. Buiuma 

u M. McFarlln 

0 P. Homonluk 

(i) liiaimbiinl. * Runoff 

51.0% 1.598,922 

46.8% 1.469.375 

1.1% 35.5T4 

0.6% 19.177 

0.5% 14.893 

4 

Minnesota 

Govomor Election; Nov«niber4:2014-

^ M. Dayton (I) 

a J. Johnson 

I H.NIeollet 

c CVWrtghl 

t C.Holbraok 

(1) Incumbenl, * Runoff 

50.1% 988.713 

44.5% 876.937 

2.0% 56^65 

1.6% 31.245 

0.9% 16.092 

Nebraska 

Governor EIeGUonrNDviiniiH:r4'.'2or4-

n p. RIckalle 

o C. Hassabresk 

L M.EIwoith 

0) Incumbenl. * Runoff 

57.6% 30U46 

38.9% 303.968 

3.5% 18.454 

; Nevada 

Govomor Election; .Sowmb'er s.-yoi 4-
Vmim 

a a Sandoval (1) 

I o R. Goodman 

, M None of these 
I candldntos 

I I DaVanDoiBeek 

! 0) Inedifffient. * Runoff 

70.6% 386.535 

23.9% 130.742 

2.9% 15.757 

2.7% 14.546 

Uoutonant-GovcmorElcctlon.-Novcinber 4,2014'-

M M. Hutchison 

0 L. Flares 

1 M. LHtie 

1 None of these 
candidates 

0) tncuinbeni, * Runaff 

SO.5% 324,626 

33.6% 163.598 

3.9% 31^32 

3.0% 16.309 

New Hampshire 

i GovBmorElectlonrNi»veiiibaf«:20l4-- — 

a M. Haasan (1) S2.6* 2H.229 

http:/Aivww.polltico.com/2014-electlon/results/map/governor/#.\/HNov_nF8b1 5/7 
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* W. Havenstein 

(i) InciirRbeni, * Runoff 
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47.4H 230.30S 

New Mexico 

Governor Electlon.Nevuniuur 4;.20i 4 

K S. Martinez |i) 

n G. King 

0) Inainibeni. * Runoff 

l.« . . 

fi7.3% 206.462 

42.7% 214.614 

New York 

Govornor-Elecllon,-November 4.2014 wn; 
c A. Cuomo (I) 

R R. Astorino 

K H. Hawhlni 

• 1- M. McOermotC 

I » S. Cohn 

. 0) Incumbenl, * Runoff 

54.0% 1.019.226 

4a6% 1.441.713 

4.0% 171A06 

0.4% 16A94 

0.1% 4.646 

Ohio 

Governor Election/November 4; 2014 

K J. Kaaieh |l) 63.8% 1.922,430 

0 E. FItzGonid 32.9% 066.201 

a A. Rioa 3.3% 96.415 

0} bicumbenL' Runoff 

— — -

Oklahoma 

' ' 

Governor-Election; November ^; 201-4 - *v 

6 M. FalKn (1) 55.6% 459.786 

0 J, Doiman 41.0% 137,728 

• K. Willis 2.1% 17,141 

1.1% 9.102 

PI tnciimbeiil.' Rimoff 

- . . - - ... 

Oregon 
• - - • • 

Governor Eloctlon. November*!. 2bi4i • ._ ... _ . 

0 J.Kllzhabor(l) 49.8% 666^10 

K 0. RIehardaon 44.7% 600.310 

H J. Levin 2.0% 26.297 

1 P. Gnid 1.5% 19.567 

A. Aucr 1.1% 14,890 

C. Heniy 0.9% 12.821 

http:/\vww.polltlco.com/2014-elect! oiVresultsAnap/governorA*.VHNov_nF8b1 err 
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(i) tncunbenl.' Runoff 
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; Pennsylvania 

•Gove;rnor.Ercwtlonr-Mn\rt»iribur'4;"20i4--

0 T. Wqir 

K T. Coffaett il) 

01 Incombeni, • Runoff 

54.9% 1.Rfl9.318 

4S.1% I.S60,0S7 

•Rhode Island 

Governor ElectionrNovember 4r20i4- -

0 o. Ralmondo 

4 

htlp:/A«wvy.pollticaconfi/2014-electionfresulls/map/governor«.VHNov_nF8b1 in 


